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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. LATTA).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 7, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ROBERT E.
LATTA to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2011, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

——————

FLAWED DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT IN PUERTO RICO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Today I'm sending
a letter to Colonel Alfred A. Pantano,
the commander of the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers in Jacksonville, Florida,
the district that oversees, among other
things, the permitting process for the
construction of a massive gas pipeline
that will cross the mountains in Puer-
to Rico. The 92-mile gas pipeline, which
does not make any sense environ-
mentally, economically, or ethically, is

moving forward in part because Colonel
Pantano’s office issued a Draft Envi-
ronmental Assessment that clearly fa-
vors the eventual issuance of the per-
mit.

I would like to read an excerpt from
my letter:

“I was intensely angered, but sadly
not entirely surprised, when I read the
report issued by your office regarding
the gasoducto in Puerto Rico. From
the start, people in Puerto Rico have
been telling me that they suspect all
the regulatory oversight is nothing
more than show and this process has
been assured of passage because of in-
sider cozy relationships between the
Army Corps Jacksonville staff and the
very industry they are supposed to be
overseeing and regulating.

“Further, having sunk millions of
dollars in this project already, the rul-
ing party in Puerto Rico’s very credi-
bility is at stake on this massive con-
struction project going forward.

“The Draft Environmental Assess-
ment is so slanted and flawed that it
adds more evidence to the growing
view that there will be no meaningful
oversight for this project and no mean-
ingful input from the residents of Puer-
to Rico.

“I believe your decision, Colonel
Pantano, shows a complete disregard
for compelling evidence demonstrating
little need for the project. It shows dis-
regard for the opinion of other Federal
agencies who have 1looked at the
project. The decision disregards evi-
dence of potential safety hazards to the
people of Puerto Rico. This woefully
slanted decision also gives credence to
the suggestion of impropriety in mat-
ters related to this project and the in-
ability of the U.S. Army Corps of Engi-
neers to oversee this project.

“I believe this process should begin
again in an open and transparent man-
ner, that the process that has led to
the decision should be fully inves-
tigated, and further efforts should be

supervised by new leadership. I ask for
a U.S. Army Office of Inspector Gen-
eral investigation immediately into
the relationship between the govern-
ment of Puerto Rico, the Army Corps
of Engineers Jacksonville office, and
the power companies and its contrac-
tors.

“Lobbyists who used to work for the
Army Corps of Engineers should not be
allowed to line their pockets at the ex-
pense of the safety of the people of
Puerto Rico. Your boss, President
Obama, stated ‘the cozy relationship
between the regulators and the indus-
try they regulate must come to an
end.’

“I strongly support the President and
agree with him completely. However,
my misgivings about the pipeline
project multiplied substantially when
the project was abruptly removed from
Army Corps’ office in Puerto Rico and
transferred to the Jacksonville office
in Florida.

“There is clearly a cozy relationship
between current Jacksonville staff that
you supervise and former Jacksonville
staff who now supervise and work for
the private company consulted by and
hired by the government of Puerto
Rico to lobby and provide technical as-
sistance for the project.”

The result: The Army Corps of Engi-
neers appears to have adopted all the
power company’s wholesale argument
for moving forward. What a surprise.
These include ignoring the advice of
other Federal agencies that do not
seem to have any cozy connections and
relationships to the moneyed interests
behind the pipeline, including warnings
from the Fish and Wildlife Service—ig-
nored; the Environmental Protection
Agency—ignored.

Finally, I point out that it is an in-
sult to the people of Puerto Rico to
have released the Army Corps’ report
in the manner it was released. The re-
port is exclusively in English, whereas
the common language in Puerto Rico is
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Spanish. English is a language that
hundreds of thousands of Puerto
Ricans whose lives will be directly af-
fected by the pipeline do not speak and
cannot read. How are they supposed to
give advice and consent?

It is also personally insulting that
the 30-day comment period occurred
during the holiday season when the
residents of Puerto Rico are especially
focused on their family, and interest-
ingly enough, Congress will be in re-
cess.

The people of Puerto Rico, including
those who live humbly in the moun-
tains and those who have derived their
livelihoods from the land, deserve a
government that protects their inter-
est. They deserve to know when their
safety and way of life are threatened,
the government will protect them. This
case reveals the opposite. It reveals a
government agency that ignores the
warnings of other government agencies
and a wealth of facts regarding safety
concerns and environmental impact. It
reveals a government agency that re-
sponds more to well-connected lobby-
ists than advocates for the people of
Puerto Rico. It reveals a government
agency that is doing nothing—not
doing the job that it was mandated to
do.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to include
in the RECORD this petition, on behalf
of many individuals and environmental
groups from the Legal Assistance Clin-
ic at the Law School at the University
of Puerto Rico, to have the environ-
mental assessment translated into
Spanish.

ESCUELA DE DERECHO,
UNIVERSADAD DE PUERTO RICO,
San Juan, PR, Decmber 6, 2011.

Re Petition to Translate into Spanish the
Draft Environmental Assessment, State-
ment of Findings, Public Notice, and
Joint Permit Application for the Via
Verde Natural Gas Pipeline Project, Per-
mit Application No. SAJ 2010-02881 (IP-
EWG).

Colonel ALFRED A. PANTANO,

District Commander, U.S. Army Corps of Engi-
neers, Jacksonville District, San Marco Bou-
levard, Jacksonville, FL.

DEAR COLONEL PANTANO: The United States
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) has re-
cently published a Draft Environmental As-
sessment and Statement of Findings (collec-
tively, Draft EA) as part of its environ-
mental review process under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for the
Via Verde Natural Gas Pipeline project pro-
posed by applicant Puerto Rico Electric
Power Authority (PREPA) under permit ap-
plication SAJ-2010-2881 (IP-EWG). This
project involves the construction of a 92-mile
natural gas pipeline that would cross the is-
land of Puerto Rico, starting at the munici-
pality of Penuelas in the south coast, to Are-
cibo in north coast and then east to San
Juan. According to the Draft EA, the pur-
pose of the pipeline is to supply natural gas
to three power plants located in the north
coast. The project will have temporary and
permanent impacts on 235 river and stream
crossings; 1,600 acres of land; 369 acres of
wetlands (including various types of impor-
tant aquatic resources); the biodiversity-rich
and underground water-abundant northern
karst zone; private and public forested lands;
natural reserves; archaeological sites; areas
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of critical habitat for endangered and/or
threatened species; rural areas; densely pop-
ulated urban areas; and coastal areas. In all,
the project may affect over 40 endangered or
threatened species, and will put at perma-
nent risk the lives of over 200,000 residents.
The majority of the people of Puerto Rico
are against this project, as shown by various
polls, the 6,000 comment letters your agency
has received so far, and the public dem-
onstrations against the project involving
tens of thousands of Puerto Rican citizens.
In addition, this project has been the subject
of vivid presentations on the floor of Con-
gress, as well as hundreds of news articles,
including attention from the New York
Times, Washington Post, and other national
media. Not surprisingly, your agency has ac-
knowledged that this project is one of very
high public interest.

We are submitting this letter on behalf of
various environmental groups and individ-
uals. The conservation groups include the
Puerto Rico Chapter of The Sierra Club; Cen-
ter for Biological Diversity; Ciudadanos del
Karso; Asociacion Nacional de Derecho
Ambiental; Comité Bo. Portugués Contra el
Gasoducto; Comité Utuadeno en Contra del
Gasoducto; Sociedad Ornitologa
Puertorriquenia; Vegabajenios Impulsando
Desarrollo Ambiental Sustentable; Iniciativa
para un Desarrollo Sustentable; and Comité
Toabajenio en Contra del Gasoducto. These
groups all share a common purpose: to pro-
mote the general welfare of the communities
they serve through education and capacity
building of its residents concerning the ad-
verse impacts of human activities on the
ecologic balance of natural systems and the
importance of restoring the environment and
promoting conditions under which human
beings and the environment can exist in har-
mony to fulfill economic, social and other
needs of present and future generations.

Likewise, the individual clients of the en-
vironmental law clinics of Vermont Law
School, University of Puerto Rico School of
Law, and the Inter American University
School of Law; and of the Puerto Rico Legal
Services, Inc. support this petition as well.
These individuals include Juan Cortés Lugo;
Sofia Colon Matos; Luis Guzman Meléndez;
Ana Oquendo Andujar; Ivan Vélez Gonzalez;
Francisca M. Montero Colon; Sol Maria De
Los Angeles Rodriguez Torres; Ivan Carlos
Belez Montero; Aristides Rodriguez Rivera;
Ada I. Rodriguez Rodriguez; Alex Noel Natal
Santiago; Miriam Negron Pérez; Francisco
Ruiz Nieves; Silvya Jordan Molero; Ana
Serrano Maldonado; Félix Rivera Gongzalez;
William Morales Martinez; Trinita Alfonso
Vda. De Folch; Alejandro Saldana Rivera;
Dixie Vélez Vélez; Dylia Santiago Collaso;
Ernesto Forestier Torres; Miriam Morales
Gonzalez; Fernando Vélez Vélez; Emma
Gonzalez Rodriguez ; Samuel Sanchez
Santiago; Raquel Ortiz Gonzalez; Maritza Ri-
vera Cruz; Virginio Heredia Bonilla; Lilian
Serrano Maldonado; Yamil A. Heredia
Serrano; Jean Paul Heredia Romero; Pablo
Montalvo Bello; Ramona Ramos Dias;
Virgilio Cruz Cruz; Candida Cruz Cruz;
Amparo Cruz Cruz; Gilberto Padua Rullan;

Sabrina Padua Torres; Maribel Torres
Carrion; Hernan Padin Jimenez; Rosa
Serrano Gonzalez; Jesus Garcla Oyola;

Sucesion de Ada Torres, compuesta por Car-
men Juarbe Pérez, Margarita Forestier
Torres y Ernesto Forestier Torres; Maria
Cruz Rivera; Cristobal Orama Barreiro;
Haydee Irizarry Medina; Miguel Baéz Soto;
and Gustavo Alfredo Casalduc Torres.

We anticipate that more groups and indi-
vidual citizens will join this petition in the
coming days or weeks.

The purpose of this letter is to formally re-
quest that the USACE prepare a Spanish
version of Draft EA and other key docu-
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ments, particularly the most recent Public
Notice and Joint Permit Application. In
order for the public comment period to pro-
vide a meaningful opportunity for public
input on a project of tremendous local inter-
est and concern, it is important that these
translations are prepared and distributed to
the public before the commencement of the
public comment period. Once the USACE
provides an official Spanish version of the
Draft EA and other key documents, the
USACE should provide a public comment pe-
riod of at least 60 days in light of the com-
plexity and magnitude of this proposed
project. In addition, we respectfully request
that the USACE provide public hearings in
Puerto Rico with translators available.

There are ample statutory and regulatory
provisions as well as executive orders and ju-
dicial precedents which support our requests,
as discussed further below. Furthermore,
compliance with these requests is necessary
if USACE intends to provide affected com-
munities and interested individuals through-
out the island of Puerto Rico with an ade-
quate opportunity to comment on the
project, considering that less than 19% of is-
land residents consider themselves to be bi-
lingual. The residents of these communities
often have valuable information about places
and resources that they value and the poten-
tial environmental, social, and economic ef-
fects that the proposed federal actions may
have on those places and resources. NEPA
and other federal statutes, regulations, and
executive orders require USACE to provide
concerned citizens and organizations with
access to enough information to allow them
to provide meaningful comments, and these
laws require USACE to take their comments
into account. If the key documents to be
evaluated remain available only in a foreign
language, however, it will be too difficult for
the affected and concerned citizens and
groups alike to meaningfully and adequately
comment on the project. In fact, the Draft
EA and other key documents include so
much technical and difficult to grasp infor-
mation that even an English-speaking
layperson would have difficulty reading, ana-
lyzing, and commenting in just 30 days.

Fundamental principles of environmental
justice warrant that the Draft EA for a
project of such magnitude must be trans-
lated in the Spanish language and that the
public comment period be restarted and ex-
tended to 60 days once the Spanish version of
the EA is available to the public. The
USACE is bound to these principles by
NEPA, the Council on Environmental Qual-
ity Guidelines (CEQ guidelines), the Execu-
tive Order on Federal Actions to Address En-
vironmental Justice, the Department of De-
fense Strategy on Environmental Justice
pursuant to the Executive Order, the U.S.
Constitution, and other legal authorities and
precedents.

Security issues also warrant a translation.
The pipeline is a safety risk to various thou-
sands of people who will live, work or com-
mute daily near the pipeline’s ROW. The
Draft EA recognizes this fact when it states
that ‘‘the addition of the pipeline in the
community decreases public safety.” Like-
wise the value of property might be affected
depending on the proximity to the ROW of
the pipeline. Basic fundamental principles of
justice require that people put in harm’s way
or whose property, may be affected be able to
read and understand the Draft EA which con-
tains the basic findings of the USACE re-
garding the risks of the proposed action to
their lives and property.

NEPA AND CEQ REGULATIONS

The Draft EA for the proposed Via Verde
Pipeline project was prepared by the USACE
pursuant to an environmental review process
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required under NEPA. NEPA’s environ-
mental review process has two major pur-
poses: (1) for agencies to make better in-
formed decisions; and (2) for other interested
agencies and citizens alike to have an oppor-
tunity to participate and provide input in
the review process. Courts have repeatedly
interpreted the statute as requiring agencies
to grant meaningful and adequate participa-
tion to the public by disclosing all non-ex-
empted documentation the agency used and
by allowing the public to submit comments
in a process that guarantees that the agency
will take into account the public’s com-
ments.

In light of these obligations, USACE has
repeatedly promised that it will take into
account all the comments submitted by the
people of Puerto Rico. A 30-day period is not
enough time to give the people of Puerto
Rico a meaningful opportunity to read, ana-
lyze, evaluate and then comment on this 110-
page long Draft EA for this highly complex
and controversial project. Moreover, the
USACE has overlooked the fundamental fact
that Puerto Rico is a Spanish-speaking na-
tion and the Draft EA, a, highly technical
document, and other key documents are
written in the English language. If affected
and concerned citizens are not able to read
the key documents under review, their par-
ticipation will not be meaningful and ade-
quate as the statute requires.

Through NEPA, Congress ordered the
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) to
issue regulations governing federal agency
implementation of the NEPA environmental
review process. These CEQ regulations are
binding on all federal agencies. Section 1506.6
of the CEQ regulations, regarding public in-
volvement, states that agencies shall:

(a) Make diligent efforts to involve the public
in preparing and implementing their NEPA
procedures.

(b) Provide public notice of NEPA-related
hearings, public meetings, and the avail-
ability of environmental documents so as to
inform those persons and agencies who may be
interested or affected.

1....

2. ..

3. In the case of an action with effects pri-
marily of local concern the notice may in-
clude:

...

. ..

(iii) Following the affected State’s public
notice procedures for comparable actions.

vy . ..

©. ..

(d) Solicit appropriate information from
the public.

e ...

(f) Make environmental impact state-
ments, the comments received, and any un-
derlying documents available to the public
. . . [emphasis added]

When a Federal provision requires ‘‘dili-
gent efforts to involve the public”’, to ‘‘in-
form those persons [. . .] who may be inter-
ested or affected”, and to ‘‘solicit appro-
priate information from the public” in a
Spanish-speaking nation like Puerto Rico,
regarding a project so controversial and of
such a scope and magnitude as Va Verde, the
only way to comply with the provision is by
providing the information’ in the common
language spoken. Likewise, in the case of an
action with effects primarily of local con-
cern, as in the case of Va Verde, section
1506.6 (b)(3)(iii) orders the agency to follow
‘“‘the affected State’s public notice proce-
dures for comparable actions’” which for
Puerto Rico would be a draft EA in the Span-
ish language.

CEQ regulations offer additional reinforce-
ment in order to guarantee an adequate pub-
lic participation. For instance, section 1502.8
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of the CEQ guidelines state that
‘“‘[elnvironmental impact statements shall be
written in plain language and may use appro-
priate graphics so that decisionmakers and
the public can readily understand them”
[emphasis added]. Courts have interpreted
this ‘‘plain language’ provision as to require
Federal agencies to provide the public with
comprehensive information regarding envi-
ronmental consequences of a proposed action
and to do so in a readily understandable
manner. See Klamath-Siskiyou Wildlands Cen-
ter v. Bureau of Land Management, 387 F.3d
989 (2004), ‘“While the conclusions of agency
expert are entitled to deference, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) docu-
ments are inadequate if they contain only
narratives of expert opinions, and the docu-
ments are unacceptable if they are indecipher-
able to the public’’; Earth Island Institute v.
U.S. Forest Service, C.A.9 (Cal.), 442 F.3d 1147
(2006), certiorari denied 127 S.Ct. 1829, 549 U.S.
1278, 167 L.Ed.2d 318 (emphasis added), ‘A
final environmental impact statement
(FEIS) must be organiced and written so as to
be readily understandable by governmental de-
cisionmakers and by interested non-profes-
sional laypersons likely to be affected by actions
taken under the FEIS” [emphasis added]; Or-
egon Environmental Council v. Kunzman 817
F.2d 484 (1987), ‘‘Readability requirement of
Council on Environmental Quality regula-
tion mandates that environmental impact
statement be organized and written so as to
be readily understandable by governmental
decision makers and by interested nonprofes-
sional laypersons likely to be affected by ac-
tions taken under the environmental impact
statement’ [. . .] “Upon review of environ-
mental impact statement, parties may intro-
duce evidence concerning reading level of af-
fected public and expert testimony concerning
indicia of inherent readability. National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969, §102, 42
U.S.C.A. §4332; 056 U.S.C.A. §706(2)(A, D)”
[emphasis added]. See also National Resources
Defense Council, Inc. v. United States Nuclear
Regulatory Comm’n, 685 F.2d 459, 487 n. 149
(D.C.Cir.1982); Baltimore Gas & Elec. Co. v.
NRDC, 462 U.S. 87 (1983); and Warm Springs
Dam Task Force v. Gribble, 78 F.Supp. 240, 252
(N.D.Cal.1974), aff’, 621 F.2d 1017 (9th
Cir.1980). These requirements for EISs apply
equally to EAs, as indicated in the CEQ regu-
lations’ use of the term ‘‘environmental doc-
uments’ rather than EISs alone.

In the case of Puerto Rico, a Draft EA that
is highly technical and written in the
English language is ‘‘undecipherable’” and
not ‘‘readily understandable” in order be
properly assessed and commented by lay per-
sons whom in their wide majority are not
fluent in the English language.

ATTORNEY GENERAL ERIC
HOLDER MUST RESIGN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. BOUSTANY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, U.S.
Attorney General Eric Holder must re-
sign immediately. After months of
evading tough questions and giving un-
clear answers about Operation Fast
and Furious, it now appears the Justice
Department’s top official has contra-
dicted his own testimony given before
Congress.

Under Operation Fast and Furious,
the Bureau of Tobacco, Alcohol, and
Firearms allowed ‘‘straw’ purchasers
to buy at least 1,400 weapons, despite
the fact it knew that these weapons
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would likely end up in the hands of vio-
lent Mexican drug cartels. The ATF
lost track of the guns after they were
sold to criminals. Since then, many
have been used in hundreds of crimes
on both sides of the border, including
the murders of a Border Patrol agent
in Arizona and an immigration officer
at the U.S. embassy in Mexico City.

Why did the Attorney General allow
for the transfer of guns across the bor-
der without working in conjunction
with Mexican authorities when he
knew the ATF was unable to trace
them? That’s a very important ques-
tion that must be answered. This
botched program should never have
been authorized in the first place. At-
torney General Holder should resign
over his failure and his evasive and
contradictory testimony to the United
States Congress.

———

THE REINS ACT AND MINE
SAFETY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) for 5
minutes.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, Members of the House,
later today, the House will consider the
REINS Act, which is legislation de-
signed to make sure that in a Repub-
lican-controlled Congress, no new regu-
lations would be put into effect, wheth-
er they deal with clean drinking water,
clean air, child safety, the safety of
children when they play with their
toys, the drugs that so many citizens
need to take to maintain their health,
or occupational safety at the work-
place. All of that would be destroyed
under the REINS Act.

You might ask yourself what would
society look like? Well, we had a pre-
view of what that society looks like
yesterday when the Mine Safety and
Health Administration released its re-
port on the Upper Big Branch mine.
What that society looked like to these
miners and to their families was 29
dead coal miners, because the Massey
Corporation was basically allowed by
its board of directors to evade the basic
regulations that were in place to pro-
tect the miners.

Although the miners don’t have whis-
tleblower protections, we saw that
Massey was able to intimidate the
workers every day not to report safety
violations, not to write up safety viola-
tions, not to report things that needed
to be repaired, because the chairman of
the board told them the priority was
the production of coal, not the safety
of the workers.

O 1010

Produce the coal or get out is what
he told them. So they were not able to
participate in their own safety when
they saw a violation or they saw a
problem that caused danger in the
mine.

They also were able to circumvent
the right of the mine safety inspections
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in the mines because they gave ad-
vance warnings. They were told if a
Federal mine inspector comes onto the
property, you must give advance warn-
ing to the people in the mine so they
can divert the mine inspector away
from the problems in the mine, take up
their time while we can fix them, or
he’ll run out of time to inspect the
mine. There’s regulations against that.
There’s laws against. They avoided
those.

Then they kept two sets of books so
that the mine regulators couldn’t see
the real level of violations in the
mines. That’s what it looks like when
you don’t have regulations. That’s
what it looks like when you don’t have
enforcement.

And it’s the conclusion of the mine
safety report that mirrors one that was
done by the State government. The
conclusion is that the tragic death of
29 miners and serious injuries of two
others in the Upper Big Branch mine
were entirely preventable—entirely
preventable—had regulations been en-
forced in that mine, had this company
not been allowed to go rogue and ig-
nore the regulations that are there to
protect the miners’ lives.

We must now understand what that
means to the American public, what it
means to these families.

What could have been contained,
what could have been contained as a
mine or a coal dust explosion or a lo-
calized methane gas explosion became
an explosion that traveled 2,000 feet per
second—2,000 feet per second. There is
no miner that could get out of the way
of that act.

And what happens at the end of that
world without regulation, where you
don’t have to put up with paying fines,
where you can clog the courts with ap-
peals? When the Massey Company was
sold, the board of directors that al-
lowed this to happen, the executive of-
ficers that directed this to happen, the
officers walked away with $90 million
in bonuses; the board of directors
walked away with $19 million in bo-
nuses. And Don Blankenship, the CEO
of the company that wrote the memo
that said it’s production of coal or get
out, it’s not safety, walked away with
$86 million.

And now get this: Don Blankenship,
the CEO, now wants to go back into the
coal business after killing 29 miners.
And whether it’s the State of Virginia
or the State of West Virginia or Ken-
tucky or anywhere else, the suggestion
is that they might be able to give him
a permit to open up a mine. Twenty-
nine miners are dead, violations of law,
a criminal corporate culture, and
somebody else says that they might be
able to go back into the mines.

You will not reignite the American
Dream for workers in this country if
you take away their rights at work.
You will not reignite the American
Dream for the middle class if they have
no rights at work, if they’re subjected
to this. For these families who lost the
29 members of their families, they’re
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crushed. They’re crushed. But you
can’t do that by eliminating the regu-
lations. It’s the regulations in place
that have saved miners’ lives; but it’s
the avoidance of the regulations, the
ignoring of the regulations, and it’s the
failure of this Congress to introduce
tough sanctions.

When you obstruct a Federal safety
investigation, it should be a felony.
Somebody should go to jail. When you
obstruct the right of a worker to blow
the whistle on an unsafe procedure,
there’s got to be a strict fine for that.
That’s how we reignite the American
Dream.

We’ve got a lot of work to do in this
Congress, but you can’t do it by stop-
ping all regulations that protect our
families, that protect our commu-
nities, that protect the workers in
America today.

————
PEARL HARBOR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
sun was lazily rising on the horizon. It
was around breakfast time on a stun-
ning Sunday morning. It was quiet,
peaceful, calm. People felt secure.
There was a small tropical breeze as
the American flag was being raised on
a nearby flagpole.

It was this day that Luke Trahin, a
22-year-old sailor from southeast
Texas, noticed large formations of air-
craft darkening the glistening sky. He
kept watching in awe until suddenly
the aircraft broke formation, dove
from the sky, and unleashed a fury of
deadly, devastating bombs and tor-
pedoes on a place called Pearl Harbor
in the Pacific. It was this day, 70 years
ago this morning, when Luke Trahin
and his fellow sailors, soldiers, and ma-
rines saw war unleashed upon America.
It was December 7, 1941.

The Japanese had caught America by
surprise and took advantage of an un-
prepared nation. And after the smoke
cleared on that morning of madness, 98
Navy planes and 64 Army aircraft were
destroyed. Luke’s unit, Patrol Wing
One, lost all but three of its 36 aircraft.
2,471 Americans, servicemen, and civil-
ians, were Kkilled by this unwarranted
invasion of terror from the skies.

The pride of the United States Navy,
the battleships—West Virginia, Cali-
fornia, OKklahoma, Tennessee, Utah,
Maryland, Nevada, and Arizona—were
trapped in the harbor. They made easy
targets for the Japanese pilots. The
sailors onboard these battle wagons
fought with the courage of an entire le-
gion of warriors when they were at-
tacked by a skillful, fanatical, and ty-
rannical enemy. All of these fierce U.S.
Navy battleships were sunk or dam-
aged. Their guns, Mr. Speaker, are now
silent.

The hull of the USS Arizona became
the sacred graveyard in the peaceful
Pacific for more than 1,177 American
sailors and marines. I have seen, Mr.
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Speaker, the oil that still seeps to the
surface from the hull of the battleship
Arizona.

Luke Trahin and his Navy buddies in
Patrol Wing One quickly got organized,
prepared, and waited for 2 days for the
expected land invasion by the Japa-
nese. It never came. But America was
at war. It was World War II, and the
war was long. It spread from the Pa-
cific to Europe to Africa to the Middle
East to Asia. The Japanese, then the
Nazis, seemed undefeatable. But even
the Japanese were concerned about the
spirit of America. The Japanese com-
mander of the Pearl Harbor invasion
remarked that what Japan had done
was wake a sleeping giant.

World War II was hard. Millions
served in uniform overseas; millions
served on the home front; all sacrificed
for the cause of America. The Nation
woke from a somber sleep of neutrality
and, with our allies, defeated the ty-
rants that would rule over the world.
That was a time when Americans put
aside all differences and united to de-
fend freedom in our Nation. When the
war was won, over 400,000 Americans
had given their lives for this nation.

Mr. Speaker, I'm always intrigued by
the stories of those war heroes and the
folks of that generation. There isn’t
one of them that cannot recall the
exact moment and place they were
when they heard the news of Pearl Har-
bor. Both of my parents, barely teen-
agers at the time, still talk about what
they were doing when they heard on
the radio that broadcast that Sunday
morning about the invasion.

Until September 2011, this was the
deadliest attack on American soil.
“December 7, 1941, a date that will live
in infamy.” Those were the words of
President Franklin Roosevelt that be-
came forever embedded in the minds of
patriots across our land igniting and
launching a nation into the fiery
trenches of Dbattle throughout the
world.

Those of that Greatest Generation
proved that when freedom of this Na-
tion is threatened, our people will
stand and fight. They will bring the
thunder of God upon our enemies. De-
fending freedom and liberty was the
battle cry of the sailors, marines, and
soldiers that died 70 years ago at Pearl
Harbor.

We remember December 7, 1941, and
the Americans who stood tall and kept
the flame of America burning brightly.
They were a remarkable bunch of peo-
ple. They were the Americans.

My friend, Petty Officer Luke
Trahin, stayed in the United States
Navy for 38 years, either on active or
reserve status. He wore his uniform
every Memorial Day, every Veterans
Day, and spent a lot of time speaking
proudly about this country. He died 4
years ago on December 5, 2007. He was
89 years of age.

And that’s just the way it is.
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UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE
EXTENSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. FUDGE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
address the urgent need to extend un-
employment insurance for struggling
Americans. Forty-five percent of all
unemployed workers—more than 6 mil-
lion people—have been out of work for
more than 6 months.

Karen, from Cleveland, was laid off in
March. She was laid off from a law firm
due to budget constraints. She is 62
years old and unable to find a job in
this economy. Unemployment insur-
ance is helping her to get by with just
the basic necessities. It is allowing her
to pay for expensive but necessary pre-
scriptions. She is actively looking for
work, but she is afraid that if her un-
employment benefits are cut, she will
lose her house. Karen’s State unem-
ployment benefits can run out at the
end of December.
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If Congress fails to act to renew the
Federal unemployment insurance pro-
gram, she’ll become just another sta-
tistic, one of the millions of Americans
who identify themselves with the 99
percent. Karen, along with 6 million
Americans, will be cut off from emer-
gency lifeline saving resources unless
Congress acts.

Sandra, of Cleveland Heights, lost
her job in April 2011. It’s her third lay-
off. She is 59 years old. She never
thought she would find herself in this
position at this age.

Rather than defaulting on her mort-
gage, she has used up all of her retire-
ment savings. Now she is deeper into
debt. When her unemployment funds
run out, it’s likely she will default.
And being an older worker, it makes it
even harder.

We see this scenario all too often
across this Nation, hardworking Amer-
icans getting laid off, using up their
savings, and then losing their homes.
We’ve seen foreclosure rates soar, and
Americans are falling behind on their
mortgage payments at a very rapid
rate. In my district, more than 13 per-
cent of homeowners are 90 or more
days behind on their mortgage.

In 2010, unemployment benefits kept
3 million Americans, including nearly 1
million children, from falling into pov-
erty. Extending unemployment insur-
ance can prevent the loss of over 500,000
jobs, according to the Economic Policy
Institute—>500,000 jobs.

You know why? Because UI payments
go directly into the economy. They
support local businesses. They help cre-
ate jobs and reduce the demand for
public services. If we don’t extend un-
employment insurance, it would be the
equivalent of pulling nearly $90 billion
out of the economy in 2012.

There’s one more story I'd like to tell
you. It’s from Molly in Toledo. I tell
Molly’s story because it embodies the
frustration felt by thousands upon
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thousands of American across this
country.

Molly has battled unemployment
since October 2008. She wonders how
the rich and powerful expect people
like her to survive without good-pay-
ing jobs. ‘“Are we just supposed to die,”
she asks? “Commit suicide? Starve to
death while we are homeless and on the
streets?”’

Molly says: ‘“The deck really seems
to be stacked against ordinary Ameri-
cans. No one with any real power seems
to care, except Warren Buffett.”

“I’m trying to find a good job,” she
says, ‘‘or any job for that matter. We,
the unemployed are demonized by the
right and discriminated against for
being out of work. We’re too old or
overqualified or underqualified, or
we’re the wrong color. What has hap-
pened to my country?”’ she asks.

These are the stories of everyday
Americans who are struggling to get
by. This is not about Democrats and
Republicans. This is about coming to-
gether to help millions of unemployed
Americans get through the worst eco-
nomic recession since the Great De-
pression. It’s about helping our econ-
omy grow and about creating jobs.

Americans are frustrated with the
decline of the middle class and the lack
of good-paying jobs. But these honor-
able citizens haven’t given up, and nei-
ther can we. We must act now. We
must extend unemployment insurance.

———

WHY ARE WE STILL IN
AFGHANISTAN?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, when we
were home during the Thanksgiving
break, like all my colleagues, I did as
much as I could to be with the people
of the Third District of North Carolina.
The Third District is the home of Camp
Lejeune Marine Base, Cherry Point Ma-
rine Air Station, and Seymour Johnson
Air Force Base, and over 60,000 retired
veterans in the Third District.

Since coming back to Washington,
I've done two town meetings by phone.
What I heard while I was home during
Thanksgiving and the two town meet-
ings: Why are we still in Afghanistan?

When I hear my colleagues in both
parties talking about the problems fac-
ing the American people—unemploy-
ment benefits, extending the tax cuts
for middle class America—we all grap-
ple with, both parties, how we are
going to pay for it.

Well, there is a man in Afghanistan
that is a crook and corrupt, who gets
$10 billion a month that he doesn’t
have to worry about. Poor Americans
are out here doing the best they can in
a very difficult economy, and we can’t
help them, but we can help a corrupt
leader in Afghanistan. It makes no
sense. I hope that this Congress will
come together and say to the Presi-
dent, let’s not wait till 2014.
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How many more American boys and
girls will have to die and give their legs
in the next 3 years for a corrupt leader?
I’ve asked the Department of Defense,
and I wrote Secretary Panetta and
asked him that question. Give me your
projections of how many more young
men and women will have to die and
lose their legs. I hope that I get that
response soon.

That brings me to the point of a
young marine I saw at Walter Reed/Be-
thesda about 3 weeks ago. There were
four marines from the Third District of
North Carolina. Three have lost both
legs, and the one that had lost only one
leg, a corporal, mom sitting in the
room, said to me, Sir, may I ask you a
question? I said certainly you may.
Why are we still in Afghanistan? And I
looked at him and I said, I don’t know
why we’re still there.

Mr. Speaker, it makes no sense. The
American people and the people of the
Third District of North Carolina are
saying, we have won; bin Laden is dead;
al Qaeda has been dispersed all over the
world.

Mr. Speaker, it is time, as we debate
these very difficult, complex issues for
our Nation, that we get smart with our
foreign policy. And smart means, let’s
don’t try to police the world.

History has proven you will never
change Afghanistan. It will never
change, no matter what we do or any
other country tries to do.

So, Mr. Speaker, beside me is a post-
er with a flag-draped coffin coming off
the plane at Dover. And with humility
I tell you today, Mr. Speaker, I've
signed over 10,400 letters to families
and extended families who’ve lost loved
ones in Afghanistan and Iraq.

I thank God that He has allowed me
to have a heart large enough to feel the
pain of war, because I've never been to
war. But when I sign those letters, I
feel the pain of the families, and I lick
every envelope that I send.

Mr. Speaker, with that, I want to
close my comments by asking God to
please bless our men and women in uni-
form, God to please bless the families
who’ve lost loved ones fighting in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq. God, please bless
the House and Senate that we will do
what’s right for the American people.
Bless Mr. Obama that he will do what
is right for the American people.

And three times I will say, God,
please, God, please, God, please con-
tinue to bless America.

———

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE
EXTENSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, before 1
begin my remarks, I want to publicly
associate myself with everything WAL-
TER JONES just said. He is absolutely
right.

Mr. Speaker, this holiday season
Congress has chances, a couple of
chances right in front of them to do
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what’s right for the American people
and to side with the overwhelming per-
centage of Americans suffering out
there in this economy.

For an entire year, the majority in
the House has not offered a single bill
to create a single job. In fact, the only
thing that the Congress has been doing
is creating an environment where pub-
lic sector jobs are cut, and where pri-
vate sector jobs, though they have been
growing, are offset by those public sec-
tor cuts, leaving us with an unemploy-
ment rate which we’re happy to have
at 8.6 percent, but within the historical
context is still a national disgrace and
an outrage to have unemployment at
8.6 percent for so very long. But we're
happy to have it because it has been as
high as 10.

And now we’re threatening to leave
more than 2 million Americans, includ-
ing 13,000 in my home State of Min-
nesota, out in the cold during the holi-
day season by taking away their unem-
ployment insurance.

Right now, 14 million people are un-
employed, and companies really aren’t
hiring. For most of these people, unem-
ployment insurance is the only thing
that’s keeping them in their homes and
not out on the street.

According to the Census Bureau, un-
employment insurance has pulled 3.2
million Americans out of poverty last
year. And that’s why Congress needs to
make sure that all Americans, Mr.
Speaker, continue to have this vital
lifeline available.

Any credible economist will tell you
that unemployment insurance creates
jobs. Every dollar invested in unem-
ployment insurance yields a return of
$1.52 in economic growth.

At least 200,000 jobs would be lost if
Congress fails to pass the extension of
unemployment insurance benefits.
Congress must not leave Washington
for the holidays without extending un-
employment benefits that create jobs
and put money into the pockets and on
the tables of millions of Americans.
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Both Democrat and Republican poli-
ticians, we together have not passed
that jobs bill. While the Republicans
are in the majority, and I believe bear
the weight of the responsibility, it’s a
responsibility of every Member of Con-
gress to call for the extension of unem-
ployment insurance benefits and jobs
at this critical time.

America can’t wait. We shouldn’t be
leaving hardworking Americans high
and dry this holiday season. This holi-
day season, we can spur economic
growth, create jobs, and strengthen the
middle class by doing the right thing of
extending unemployment insurance
benefits.

On behalf of the good people who play
by the rules and lost their jobs because
of Wall Street greed, and while this
majority looked the other way, I urge
all of my colleagues to support the ex-
tension of unemployment insurance
benefits.
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AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. KINZINGER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. There
has been a lot of talk lately about Af-
ghanistan. You hear it every day. You
heard it just a little bit ago about why
are we in Afghanistan? What are we
fighting for? Isn’t it time to go home?

I've got to tell you the easy thing to
do is to stand up and say let’s just de-
clare victory and let’s leave, and then
whatever happens after we’re gone,
that’s not our fault anymore. It’s not
our problem. That’s the easy thing to
do.

You know, the America I grew up in
and continue to grow in and live in is
not the country that always picks the
easy thing. The thing about the Amer-
ican DNA is, I believe we do typically
the right thing.

Now, let me tell you, I'm still a pilot
in the military. I still fly for the Air
National Guard, and I've had the privi-
lege and honor of serving overseas with
my fellow men and women in uniform.
Although most of my experience was in
Iraq, I remember in Iraq a time when
Members of this House stood up and
said that the war in Iraq is lost, that
there is no way to win, and it’s time to
just come home.

And we see today that now the Amer-
ican troops are coming home from Iraq
but under a condition of victory. And
while I have concerns about that time-
table for withdrawal, I think anybody
would agree that that’s better than had
we just in 2006 and 2007 folded up and
taken the easy way.

So let me ask my fellow Members of
Congress and let me ask the American
people, what is it we’re fighting for in
Afghanistan?

I have here a very disturbing but a
very appropriate picture of what it is
that we’re fighting for.

The young girl you see on the top,
her name is BiBi. BiBi is 17 years old.
When BiBi was 12 years old, she was
sold to somebody basically as a slave
as a result of a member of her family
committing a crime and selling her as
reparations for that crime. For 5 years
she was beaten by her husband until
one day she decided to run away to
seek freedom.

Well, she was caught. Her husband
caught her, drug her back to his house,
and the Taliban, as a way to enact jus-
tice, forced him, with his brother hold-
ing her down, forced him to cut off her
nose and to cut off her ears. She then
proceeded to basically crawl to her un-
cle’s house, and her uncle ignored her.
And somebody finally called the hos-
pital, and they said go to an American
forward-operating base. They’ll take
care of you.

You hear the stories of the major
who took care of her talking about how
she showed up and talking about the
fright that she had in her eyes.

I took a trip to Afghanistan recently
and saw a village where I saw a man
who was standing on a berm with an
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AK-47. And I talked to him through a
translator, and he informed me that
not 2 days ago his daughter fell into a
well and drowned. But yet he still be-
lieves that his village needs protecting.
And he could be sitting at home
mourning the loss of his daughter, and
I’'m sure he mourned the loss, but he
was standing out defending his village
because he wants what Americans
want, what anybody around the world
wants. They want security. They want
to be able to raise their family. BiBi
just wants to live her life without
being beaten and sold into slavery.

Today, because of the American pres-
ence in Afghanistan and that of our co-
alition partners, you see the picture at
the bottom of this, the best part of this
picture, and that is girls in school
learning to read and write, learning
that there is a world out there, learn-
ing that despite where they were raised
and born, they, too, can have some of
the freedoms and some of the privileges
that folks in the rest of the world and
especially in the United States have.

So let me say this. It is so easy to
stand up and say this is not worth it.
But I'm going to tell you the second
verse of the Star Spangled Banner has
a line that says ‘“‘Oh conquer we must,
when our cause it is just.”

Ladies and gentlemen, what we’re
doing in Afghanistan is not extending
an empire. It’s bringing freedom to
millions of people, taking out jihadists
that would kill people simply because
you believe differently than them, and
we are standing up for freedom around
the globe. The greatest disinfectant to
terrorism is freedom.

Ladies and gentlemen, the fight in
Afghanistan, though difficult, is worth
it, and I come in today and stand up
and say ‘‘God bless you” to those that
have gone over there and put on the
uniform, and I say ‘‘thank you’ for
your service to your country. The fight
is worth it.

————————

TAKING CARE OF THOSE AT HOME

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. RANGEL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. RANGEL. I have been so moved
by the preceding gentleman’s remarks
about the good work that Americans
can do, especially when the argument
is which side are we on, terrorism or
freedom.

I don’t know how many cases in the
world that the United States of Amer-
ica can intercede in, but I do know
that, as we see these horrible examples
of what people can do to their own peo-
ple, that we have thousands of Ameri-
cans who have volunteered to support
our flag and the integrity of the United
States who have been killed. And it
just seemed to me that when we’re
talking about the protection of a
human body, whether it’s losing a limb
or your sight or your face, no matter
what it is—and especially your life—
that if America is going to take this
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position, all Americans should be pre-
pared to make the sacrifices as the
gentleman before me has.

I think it’s so unfair and borders on
corrupt when people talk about where
our American men and women should
be, defending freedom in foreign coun-
tries, when America hasn’t spoken.
Presidents haven’t declared war. And
we find ourselves talking about volun-
teers when it’s abundantly clear that
everybody does not assume the same
sacrifices, whether we’re talking about
taxes or loss of life.

So whether we’re talking about Aus-
tralia, Afghanistan, Iraq, before the
people make a decision—and that’s
what we’re for in the House—before
they make a decision, at least say that
everyone has to participate in that de-
cision and not those who, for economic
reasons, find themselves in commu-
nities with the highest, the very high-
est unemployment.

And I laud what happens to all of us
who volunteered, because when that
flag goes up, you salute the flag. The
President becomes the Commander in
Chief, and there is only one thing to
do. And that’s win and protect the in-
tegrity of the United States.

But I submit that we have to have a
draft that’s a part of—what?—the
United States, and not a plea for those
people, for economic reasons, who will
have to protect themselves. I don’t
think I've ever said this before, but I
was thinking that my brother volun-
teered long before Pearl Harbor, which
today we commemorate, and so he was
unable to say, nor I, that he volun-
teered because we were being attacked.
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Several years later, in 1948, when the
war was over, I volunteered, and that
was before the North Koreans invaded
South Korea. I would like to walk
away by saying how patriotic we both
were; but really what motivated me
was the excitement my mother would
get in receiving a check from my older
brother. It wasn’t a question of wheth-
er she loved him more; it was that she
needed it.

I was a teenager—11, 12 years old.
The one thing I knew, I wanted to
make my mother as happy as my
brother did and send her that allot-
ment check. Yet, today, I have medals,
and I've been lorded by the Koreans
and everyone else; but when I think
about it, there were economic reasons
that made me a ‘‘hero,” and there are
economic reasons that make the heroes
that we have who defend our country
and our flag so well.

I didn’t expect to talk about that;
but in hearing that, 70 years ago, we
were attacked and of the American
lives that were lost and then of coming
back to what has happened in Afghani-
stan, I am reminded of how unfair this
system is for the greatest country in
the world and of the hope and division
that we’re losing and of what separates
us from so many other countries in
which you can be born into the pits of
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poverty, and yet you can always dream
that, in this great country, you can
succeed.

So many Members of Congress and so
many members of the Congressional
Hispanic Caucus are the first ones who
ever went to college—their parents
were the first ones in generations who
were able to become professionals—and
then had the great honor to represent
the United States of America in this
Congress.

I am sorry to have deviated from why
I came to the well. What I can say to
other Members is: God bless America.
We have to keep fighting for equality
and justice for all.

IN HONOR OF THE BLUE STAR
MOTHERS OF AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. TIPTON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. TIPTON. Yesterday, legislation
that I sponsored, along with Senator
MICHAEL BENNET from Colorado, passed
the House floor. This bill for the Blue
Star Mothers of America updated their
congressional charter for the modern
era.

Mr. Speaker, I am privileged today,
particularly on this day as we com-
memorate the attack on Pearl Harbor
70 years ago, to be able to rise to honor
the Blue Star Mothers of America—the
people, the women of America, who
have been providing much needed as-
sistance to our Nation’s active duty
servicemen and -women, veterans, and
military families since 1942.

Founded during the height of World
War II, the Blue Star Mothers are a
nonpartisan veterans’ service organiza-
tion, composed of mothers of current
and former servicemembers. Today,
over 5,000 dedicated women perform a
wide variety of important volunteer
services for our troops, providing
transportation, supplies, food, and
emotional support. More than 225 local
chapters across the United States
carry out the mission of supporting our
troops, our veterans, and the families
of our fallen heroes, as well as devel-
oping individual projects to assist the
specific needs of the military in their
own communities. Last month alone,
thousands of care packages were sent
to our troops overseas, and chaplains
and commanders across the military
received boxes of supplies and gifts to
be able to be distributed to the com-
rades.

The Blue Star Mothers were origi-
nally formed to bring their children
home, to ensure that they were given
the benefits that they deserved, and to
provide them with a vast support net-
work upon their arrival. The organiza-
tion has since expanded to include
other forms of assistance, including re-
habilitation, family services, and civil
defense. This was chartered by Con-
gress in 1960.

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to be able
to recognize the Blue Star Mothers of
America, and I rise today to thank
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these patriotic women for their com-
mitment to serving the needs of Amer-
ica’s military community and for mak-
ing a difference in the lives of those
who sacrifice the most.

Several years ago, I had the oppor-
tunity to be at the graduation at the
United States Air Force Academy. My
son-in-law was graduating, and Sec-
retary Gates delivered the commence-
ment address. At that time, he noted
that that freshman class was the first
to enter the academy after 9/11, know-
ing full well that they would be putting
themselves in harm’s way.

We have the finest volunteer military
that the world has ever seen. May God
continue to bless this country with
such men and women who will always
stand for freedom.

———
WALL STREET AND MF GLOBAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, numer-
ous stories have come out over the last
few weeks, all detailing the corruption
and outright fraud on Wall Street.

First, there was the recent news
about former Secretary of the Treasury
Hank Paulson’s inappropriately tipping
off a few key friends from Goldman
Sachs and other Wall Street tycoons
about the impending collapse of Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac so that those
friends could hedge and make money
on that insider knowledge. Then a
judge in New York threw out one of the
orchestrated settlements between
Citigroup, which was a bank at the
center of the wrongdoing, and the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission,
which allowed that bank to walk away
from cases of fraud without admitting
any wrongdoing.

This past weekend, ‘60 Minutes”
interviewed a former executive vice
president at Countrywide Financial, a
giant and duplicitous player in the U.S.
mortgage business. This woman was in
charge of fraud investigations at the
company before the financial crisis.

According to her, ‘“‘Countrywide loan
officers were forging and manipulating
borrowers’ income and asset state-
ments to help them get loans they
weren’t qualified for and couldn’t af-
ford.” She went on to say that all of
the recycle bins, wherever they looked
in that company, were full of signa-
tures that had been cut off of one docu-
ment and put onto another and then
photocopied or faxed. According to her,
the fraud she witnessed was systemic,
taking place in Boston, Chicago,
Miami, Detroit, Las Vegas, Phoenix,
and elsewhere. She was fired before she
could speak to government regulators
about the extent of fraud she had docu-
mented.

What is most troubling is that these
stories are not isolated. The FBI testi-
fied before Congress as early as 2004
that they were seeing an epidemic in
white collar crime. They stated the
FBI did not have anywhere near
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enough agents to investigate major
white collar crime like the financial
crisis. There are moments when I do
wonder if the FBI has the will to pros-
ecute; but still, today, the FBI has no-
where near enough special agents or fo-
rensic experts to properly investigate
the level of corruption that we know
occurred.

Frankly, the Congress has shorted
the FBI—some might say purposely—of
the resources it needs to do the job. I
have a bill, which I invite my col-
leagues to support, H.R. 3050, the Fi-
nancial Crisis Criminal Investigation
Act, authorizing an additional 1,000
FBI agents to aggressively investigate
the kind of fraud that has destroyed
the economic future of millions of our
people and that has upset the global fi-
nancial system.

Back when we had the S&L crisis in
the 1990s, we had 1,000 agents. Do you
know how many were working when
this financial crisis started? Forty-five.
The others had all been reassigned to
terrorism. We’re only up a little over
200 agents now investigating white col-
lar crime. Think about that, America.
Why do you think these financial
wrongdoers aren’t in jail? Frankly, this
Congress has not taken its responsi-
bility to investigate seriously.

Despite the robust public reporting of
misdeeds on Wall Street, it has not
been until the MF Global case, one of
the top 10 bankruptcies in this coun-
try, that Congress has shown some
mild interest in the magnitude of the
inquiry required. In November, we got
an inside look into the stunning mis-
deeds—and let’s be blunt—outright
thievery that occurred at MF Global in
the days before it declared bankruptcy.
The total amount missing from private
accounts has fluctuated over the
weeks. As much as $1.2 billion could be
missing from private customer ac-
counts.

Congress is finally having hearings
on this subject tomorrow, and we’ll see
how seriously an investigation is pur-
sued. Let me say that the public has a
right to know on what specific dates
throughout 2011 money from customer
accounts was wire-transferred in order
to meet MF Global’s margin calls.
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This is the key question. Members
should ask, probe, and exact the truth.
The public has a right to know on what
specific dates through 2011 was money
from private customer accounts at MF
wire-transferred in order to meet MF’s
global margin calls.

If Mr. Corzine authorized the taking
of those funds, then this body should
remind him that no one is above the
law, not even someone who was a
former Goldman Sachs CEO, former
Governor and U.S. Senator. Whichever
friends and associates aided his actions
in that company should be brought
into full sunlight, as well as other com-
panies that were likely involved in
those wire transfers.

The fact that hundreds of millions of
dollars, if not over a billion dollars,
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can simply be stolen from a major
banking institution from the inside re-
quires full investigation, not just by
the Congress, but by the FBI. I'm re-
minded of that book, written by Pro-
fessor William Black, ‘“The Best Way
To Rob a Bank is To Own One.” Well,
I wonder how much of that applies in
this case.

It’s time that Wall Street, white col-
lar crimes, be prosecuted seriously,
that this Congress do its job. Let’s pro-
vide the FBI the resources it needs to
fully investigate and prosecute, and
the committees of this Chamber use
their full authority to do no less. We
surely owe this to the American people
and the cause of justice toward all.

———

SUPPORT REINS ACT AND GOP
REGULATORY REFORM AGENDA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. SMITH) for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I am pleased to speak today about
the Regulations from the Executive in
Need of Scrutiny, or the REINS, Act.

This bill, which I have cosponsored,
restores accountability to the regu-
latory process by requiring an up-or-
down vote in Congress and the Presi-
dent’s signature on any new major rule
before it is enforced on the American
people.

Over-regulation, Mr. Speaker, is dev-
astating our economy and hindering
job growth. Of the current administra-
tion’s new regulations, 200 are expected
to cost more than $100 million each.
Seven of those new regulations, how-
ever, will cost the economy more than
$1 billion each. At the current pace, the
current regulatory burden for 2011
alone will exceed $105 billion.

And the Federal Government has cre-
ated more than 81.9 million hours’
worth of paperwork this year alone,
costing employers $80 billion just in
compliance. It’s no wonder a recent
Gallup Poll found small business own-
ers citing ‘‘complying with government
regulations’ as ‘‘the most important
problem” they face.

Nebraskans have not been immune to
the reams of red tape being handed
down by Federal regulators. Just yes-
terday it was reported the city of
Grand Island, Nebraska, population
51,000, will be saddled with a $3.2 mil-
lion compliance cost due to a new Fed-
eral emissions regulation. This EPA
Cross-State Air Pollution Rule was fi-
nalized June 1 and will be enforced
January 1.

But this is only one example. There
are additional, even more costly rules
and unworkable timelines coming down
the pike, all of which mean a much
longer winter for Americans struggling
with high energy costs.

But it doesn’t stop there. Recently,
the Department of Labor proposed a
misguided rule which would restrict
youth involvement in agriculture
work. Yes, Mr. Speaker, anything from
milking cows and feeding calves to
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hauling and detassling corn would
come under fire under the Depart-
ment’s current rule.

Everyone agrees the safety of these
young people and workers everywhere
is of the utmost importance; but by al-
lowing such heavy-handed thoughtless
regulation, we’re greatly restricting
opportunities for rural youth. These
jobs, often seasonal, teach young peo-
ple responsibility and the value of hard
work; and they’re able to earn a little
spending money in the process.

I'm also a proud cosponsor of the
Farm Dust Regulation Prevention Act
of 2011, H.R. 1633, which the House is
slated to consider later this week. This
bill would prevent the EPA from regu-
lating farm dust, or the type of dust
which naturally occurs in rural areas.

Farmers and ranchers already are
subject to strict Federal and State reg-
ulations to control dust. It makes no
sense for the EPA to impose costlier
requirements on top of the existing
standards. While the EPA has backed
off without legislative action, nothing
certainly prohibits the agency from
regulating farm dust in the future.

During a time of economic hardship,
keeping the door open for additional
regulatory overreach is not the answer.
Actually, I'm often reminded of a
meeting I had in southeastern Ne-
braska with representatives from a
Federal agency, good people they are.
One of them said it had been more than
20 years since he’d ridden on a gravel
road.

For me, this meeting certainly em-
phasized the disconnect between Wash-
ington and rural America. These are
only a few examples of the regulatory
burden and uncertainty facing Nebras-
kans who recognize economic growth
ultimately depends on job creators, not
regulators.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
support commonsense regulatory re-
forms like the REINS Act.

This is yet another step towards in-
creased accountability, improving the
regulatory process, and providing cer-
tainty for job creators in my home
State of Nebraska and in States all
across this country.

———————

SMART: MORE SECURITY AT A
FRACTION OF THE COST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, the vio-
lence rages on in Afghanistan. Earlier
this week, suicide bombers struck in
three different cities, in each case tar-
geting Shiite worshipers who are ob-
serving a religious holiday.

The death toll is at least 63, accord-
ing to a news report; and a Pakistani
extremist group has claimed responsi-
bility for the attacks. One eyewitness
told The New York Times: ‘“We saw 30
or 40 people on the ground missing
arms or legs.” Another said the Kabul
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blast was timed to wreak the max-
imum havoc, as the bomber detonated
at the moment that the crowd was
largest, when one group was going into
a mosque and another was exiting.

In the 10 years of this war, it’s the
first attack specifically against Shi-
ites, adding a sectarian angle and reli-
gious tension that hadn’t previously
been prevalent in the Afghanistan con-
flict.

Mr. Speaker, how can we call our oc-
cupation of Afghanistan a success
when, after 10 years of attacks like this
and making a young woman like BiBi
who was talked about on the other side
of the aisle earlier this morning, make
her victimization and her terrorization
commonplace. When this is common-
place, we cannot be having success in
Afghanistan.

The truth is our continued military
presence is aggravating the violence,
not containing it, and certainly not
stopping it. I’'m not saying that Af-
ghanistan will be magically trans-
formed when the last of our troops
leaves; but our best hope for peace, for
security and stability there is a swift
end to this war.

But here’s another important thing,
Mr. Speaker. If we do this right and
have an end to the war that is mean-
ingful, it would mean the beginning of
an even more robust engagement with
Afghanistan, an engagement based on
the principles of SMART Security, in
other words, a peaceful partnership
based on mutual respect, assistance to
strengthening Afghanistan’s demo-
cratic infrastructure, not with military
force, but with civilian support.

SMART Security would empower the
Afghan people investing in their hopes
and dreams, instead of bringing further
violence to their country. Military re-
deployment out of Afghanistan can’t
and won’t mean a complete withdrawal
from Afghanistan.

So I hope that every single one of my
colleagues who has eagerly rubber-
stamped war spending year after year,
even while complaining about the
United States budget deficits, will
show the same enthusiasm and the
same support for a humanitarian surge
in Afghanistan.

I have to shake my head, Mr. Speak-
er, every time I hear someone say we
can’t afford such generous foreign aid.
Talk about penny wise and pound fool-
ish. Last fiscal year we spent roughly
$2.5 billion on development assistance
in Afghanistan. Mr. Speaker, we go
through that much war spending in Af-
ghanistan every single week. The bot-
tom line is that smart investments
provide more security at a fraction of
the cost, pennies on the dollar com-
pared to waging war.

Allowing extreme poverty and wide-
spread unemployment to prevail
throughout Afghanistan imperils our
national security as much as anything
else. Where there’s hopelessness, that’s
where insurgents get a foothold. Noth-
ing breeds terrorism like hardship, dep-
rivation, and despair.
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Mr. Speaker, because it’s the right
thing to do and because it’s the best
way to protect America, let’s bring our
troops home and make the transition
to SMART Security. And let’s do it
now.

————

REGS AGENDA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Dakota (Mr. BERG) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BERG. Mr. Speaker, as I talk
with North Dakotans, it’s clear we’re
all frustrated with Washington.

ObamaCare is a disastrous law that
70 percent of North Dakotans do not
want. Unemployment remains unac-
ceptably high, making it clear that
President Obama’s government stim-
ulus did not work. Washington bailed
out Wall Street while Main Street con-
tinues to suffer. And Washington per-
sistently fails to uphold its responsi-
bility to balance the budget.

Meanwhile, the Obama administra-
tion continues to pursue overreaching
regulations that create more redtape
and uncertainty for North Dakota’s
families, farms, and small businesses.
These burdensome regulations threaten
job creation, and they are the biggest
challenge facing our economy. We need
to take serious steps today to halt the
Obama administration’s regulatory
overreach.

That’s why I announced my REGS
Agenda: Reduce the redtape; Empower
the States; Grow the economy, and
Stop President Obama’s overreach.

This agenda is the result of talking
with North Dakotans and Ilearning
about the impact of senseless regula-
tions on North Dakota’s farmers,
ranchers, and small businessmen.

During my recent regulations tour, I
spoke with energy providers who are
concerned about the EPA’s regional
haze requirements that could cost
North Dakota over $700 million just to
comply. Farmers told me about the for-
ever-changing fuel storage mandates
that added new costs. And I heard how
the new EPA regulations on gas gen-
erators could cost a North Dakota
school district a quarter of a million
dollars. This cost is not because they
are using generators more than al-
lowed; the cost is because the EPA sim-
ply doesn’t like which hours they’re
using it.

The REGS Agenda is also the product
of feedback I've received from North
Dakotans at 10 public town hall hear-
ings I've held this year and through the
countless emails, letters, and phone

calls. The message was clear: Wash-
ington is not the solution, it’s the
problem.

To get our economy moving again
and our country back on track, Presi-
dent Obama and congressional leaders
could learn a lot about how we do
things in North Dakota. The REGS
Agenda is also the product of legisla-
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tion I've been working on. Last month,
I introduced a bill that would rein in
the Obama administration’s Federal
takeover of the State regional haze
management, which threatens to cre-
ate more business uncertainty and sti-
fle job creation. It will also increase
the energy costs for American families
and small business. And today, I will
proudly vote in support of the REINS
Act, which is a much-needed measure
to rein in this regulatory overreach.

But this agenda is not simply the
sum of this past year; it’s also a path
moving forward to rein in the over-
reaching, out-of-touch government reg-
ulations that burden small business,
farms, and ranches each and every day.
I will continue to add to this agenda to
fight against the job-killing regula-
tions that threaten small businesses’
ability to create jobs and grow our
economy.

The number one thing we can do to
get our economy back on track, to give
small business certainty, to grow and
create jobs, is to rein in President
Obama’s overbearing regulations.
They’re burdening job creation, and it
adds more cost and more redtape.
Through the REGS Agenda, I'll con-
tinue fighting to bring regulatory re-
lief to the American people.

VOTER SUPPRESSION LAWS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker,
first let me take a moment to thank
the gentlelady from Ohio, Congress-
woman MARCIA FUDGE, for her fearless
and tireless leadership in protecting
our democracy and the bedrock, of
course, of our country, and that is the
right to vote. She has done an amazing
job keeping us very focused and point-
ed with all of the information we need
to try to address this in a big way.

Once again, I am here today to sound
the alarm because, make no mistake
about it, the fundamental right to vote
which is at the heart of our democracy,
it is under attack. Republican legisla-
tors and governors are proposing par-
tisan laws that require voters to show
government-approved photo IDs before
voting.

Now, I came to this floor years ago
after the stolen Presidential elections
in Florida and in Ohio to protest the
results of those two elections that were
filled with voter suppression. It worked
for the Republicans before, and so leg-
islators in 42 States on this map of
shame have doubled down on these
strategies to make it harder for certain
communities to vote.

These proposals would disenfranchise
21 million Americans. That’s over 1 in
10 eligible voters in America who do
not have adequate identification. Now,
how in the world, for example, would
my 100-year-old aunt get her birth cer-
tificate to prove who she is to get a
government ID to vote? She wouldn’t
know where to start, nor how to pay
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for it. And it’s no coincidence that a
disproportionate number of these dis-
affected voters come from communities
of color as well as the poor, the elderly,
and students.

Fully one in four otherwise qualified
African Americans would be unable to
vote under these voter-ID laws. Around
one in five Asian Americans, Latinos,
and young adults between the ages of
18 to 24 would be blocked.

In my home State of California, a
voter-ID bill was introduced to sup-
press voter participation. It would cost
$26 just to get the required documents
to qualify for a government-issued ID.
Now, having been born and raised in
Texas, this certainly looks like a poll
tax to me, which those of us remember
as a way to prevent African Americans
from voting. These voter-ID laws have
a partisan agenda seeking to disenfran-
chise and deny specific populations of
voters before they have the oppor-
tunity to elect their representatives in
government. These partisan laws are
shameful, and they’re a disgrace to our
country.

If these Republican lawmakers were
truly concerned with fighting voter
fraud, they would take on actual docu-
mented problems such as distributing
fliers with false information meant to
trick voters, improperly purging vot-
ers, or tampering with election equip-
ment and forms.

Instead, they are pushing laws de-
signed to change election outcomes by
reducing voting, repressing turnout,
and turning the clock back to the days
of Jim Crow. This is the exact opposite
of where our country needs to go. With
almost 40 percent of eligible voters reg-
ularly staying away from voting
booths, we need to be expanding par-
ticipation in our democracy, making
the ballot more accessible, not less. We
cannot and we must not allow democ-
racy to be undermined, especially
while we’re promoting democracy
abroad.

We must unmask these shameful at-
tempts to disenfranchise voters. Let’s
stop this partisan effort that strikes at
the very core of our country. Let’s win
this war against voters. We should be
about dismantling and reducing bar-
riers so that we can really begin to re-
ignite the American Dream for those
who have lost hope.

So I want to thank my colleagues, es-
pecially Congresswoman FUDGE, for
their calls to protect the right to vote
on behalf of all the citizens across this
great Nation.

———

ENTREPRENEUR STARTUP
GROWTH ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. CHU) for 5 minutes.

Ms. CHU. America doesn’t have a
small business problem; it has a start-
up problem. That was the title of a re-
cent Washington Post article. It point-
ed to the fact that self-employed start-
up businesses have been the chosen al-
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ternative for millions of Americans,
but we must do more to help them.
Today, one out of every three new jobs
is created by self-employed startup
businesses.
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But we can do better. Compared to
other wealthy countries, the U.S.

ranks 23rd in new businesses formed
per thousand working adults. These en-
trepreneurs take risks to make it on
their own, but they could do better if
we help them be competitive. That is
why yesterday I introduced the Entre-
preneur Startup Growth Act.

One of the most intimidating times
of the year for new owners is tax sea-
son, as they learn and navigate the dif-
ferent tax standards for businesses. My
bill turns this tough time into an op-
portunity by offering not only afford-
able business tax assistance but busi-
ness development services so that these
companies can get the advice they need
in order to grow.

This bill builds on the Self-Employ-
ment Tax Initiative launched by CFED,
the Corporation for Enterprise Devel-
opment, a nonprofit economic oppor-
tunity organization. According to
CFED, nearly two-thirds of all self-em-
ployed people are operating business
startups.

Self-employed startups in their first
year of existence create an average of 3
million jobs per year. In fact, without
business startups, there would be no
net job growth in the U.S. economy.
Nearly all net job creation since 1980
has occurred in self-employed startups
less than 5 years old. They are critical
to our economy.

In my bill, community-based organi-
zations, local governments, and higher
education institutions are eligible to
apply for grants up to $75,000 to operate
this program. The IRS will work with
the Small Business Administration to
ensure that the operators of the pro-
gram have expertise in both tax assist-
ance and business development assist-
ance.

This is a program that works. With
such a modest investment in this as-
sistance, 62 percent of businesses were
able to get refundable tax credits such
as EITC and Making Work Pay, refunds
that they might otherwise have missed
out on. The Entrepreneur Startup
Growth Act will help businesses grow
and help low-income households build
the assets that they need in order to
survive. They will get the economic se-
curity they desire. With this, we will
be able to help people climb up that
ladder of opportunity and reach for
that American Dream.

———

RAPE AND SEXUAL ASSAULT IN
THE MILITARY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER) for 5 minutes.

Ms. SPEIER. I rise again today for
the 13th time to talk about a stain on
the American people, a stain on the
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American Government. I'm talking
about military assault and rape. I'm
talking about the 19,000 soldiers each
year who are victims of sexual assault
or rape in the military. Those are fig-
ures by the Department of Defense. Yet
only 13 percent will report because
they know that if they do report, they
will be summarily removed from serv-
ice. In fact, 90 percent of them are in-
voluntarily honorably discharged from
the military after they report a rape.

So what are we doing about it? Well,
I have good news this morning to re-
port. A few weeks ago, not far from
here, a nonprofit organization, Protect
Our Defenders, was born. It was
launched to give voices to survivors of
sexual assault in our military. More
than 6,000 Americans have signed sur-
vivor Terry Odum’s petition, whose
story I’ve told here on the floor.

Terry’s petition demands Congress
take the reporting of sexual assault
and rape outside the normal chain of
command. I imagine many of my col-
leagues have received emails and
tweets or Facebook messages from
their constituents about this issue.
This is a movement, and we must ad-
dress it. Our troops protect us, and we
must protect them. Both Republicans
and Democrats should be able to agree
that we need to fix this system.

Today, I'm going to tell you the
story of Petty Officer Amber De Roche.
Petty Officer De Roche served in the
Navy from December 2000, to December
2005. In August of 2001, Petty Officer De
Roche was raped by two shipmates in a
hotel while on port of call in Thailand.
One assailant ripped off Petty Officer
De Roche’s clothes and held her down
while the other assailant raped her.
The assailants repeatedly took turns
holding her down while the other would
rape her. After they had their way with
her, one of the rapists threw her in the
shower in an attempt to wash off the
evidence. They then Kkicked her out of
the room and onto the unfamiliar
streets of Thailand.

The following day, Petty Officer De
Roche, with the help of a friend, went
to get a medical exam. Petty Officer
De Roche was bruised and injured to
such a degree during the assault that
the physician had to stop the exam and
began to cry.

Petty Officer De Roche decided to re-
port her horrific experience to her
command. What was her reward? She
became the target of severe harass-
ment, was imprisoned in the medical
ward, and denied food. I know this
sounds unbelievable, but this is going
on in our military.

When Petty Officer De Roche was re-
leased from the medical ward, her com-
mand refused to let her leave the ship
and forced her to be on call 24 hours a
day without receiving any counseling
to help her cope with having been
raped. Petty Officer De Roche sought
out the ship’s chaplain and told him
she was suicidal as a result of the rapes
and her subsequent mistreatment.
Petty Officer De Roche was finally per-
mitted to leave her ship and serve out



December 7, 2011

the remainder of her duty on another
ship.

As if the horrifying assault and sub-
sequent mistreatment of Petty Officer
De Roche is not heartbreaking enough,
her predators didn’t get the punish-
ment they deserved. In fact, something
very different. Instead of court-
martialing the predators, her command
decided to handle the rapes with so-
called nonjudicial punishments. The
punishment required the rapists to
admit their crimes—so they admitted
them. They got 6 months docked pay
and a reduced rank for only one of the
rapists. Both of the rapists were per-
mitted to remain on active duty. When
command informed Petty Officer De
Roche of the outcome, they also ad-
vised her to ‘‘accept the situation’ and
refrain from speaking out against the
lack of punishment or accountability.

Petty Officer De Roche’s story, like
many others, highlights a system that
is unimaginable to so many of us and a
system that is so clearly broken. In the
military, a base commander has com-
plete authority and discretion over
how a degrading and violent assault
under his command is handled. The
commander can issue virtually any
punishment for any reason. If they
don’t want a black mark on their
record or their friends were accused or
if they simply don’t know the correct
way of dealing with a case, they can
issue just a simple slap on the wrist.

My bill, H.R. 3435, the Sexual Assault
Training Oversight and Prevention
Act, the STOP Act, takes this issue
and puts it in the hands of others who
can handle it appropriately.

————
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 17
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

————
0 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

————

PRAYER

Reverend Roger Schoolcraft, Fay-
etteville, Arkansas, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Almighty and most high God, Father,
Son, and Holy Spirit, You led our Fore-
fathers to weave Your presence in the
fabric of our Nation. Move us also to
acknowledge and trust Your presence
among us daily. And although we may
face many obstacles and adversities,
continue to shower us with Your mercy
that we may recover.

Today, we thank You for healing our
Nation from the attack on Pearl Har-
bor 70 years ago. We are grateful for all
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those who sacrifice their lives to pre-
serve our freedom. O Lord, may we not
squander it. Bless all wounded war-
riors, veterans and their families. Fill
them and us with Your peace and joy
this Christmas season.

Give us wisdom, and lead us by Your
Spirit that the choices made here
would result in our country united, an
economy restored, and hearts grateful
for Your loving care through Jesus
Christ, our Lord.

Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. QUIGLEY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

WELCOMING REVEREND ROGER
SCHOOLCRAFT

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
WOMACK) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, today it
is my privilege to introduce Reverend
Roger Schoolcraft of Fayetteville, Ar-
kansas.

Reverend Schoolcraft retired from
the ministry in 2008 after nearly 40
yvears in the ministry, serving con-
gregations in Iowa, Nebraska and, most
recently, in northwest Arkansas, where
he led St. John’s Lutheran Church in
Fayetteville, Arkansas.

Reverend Schoolcraft was called to
the ministry in 1953 after accepting an
invitation from a friend to attend a
Sunday school class at St. John’s Lu-
theran Church in Rochester, Michigan.

Mr. Speaker, Reverend Schoolcraft’s
service extends well beyond the walls
of the church. He served as campus pas-
tor of the Lutheran Student Center at
the University of Arkansas. He was a
circuit counselor for 11 years and was
assistant dean and dean for two na-
tional campus missionary institutes.
Locally, he was president of Coopera-
tive Emergency Outreach, secretary-
treasurer of the Fayetteville Ministe-
rial Alliance, and treasurer for the
Council of Religious Organizations.

Reverend Schoolcraft is married to
Deborah Steen Schoolcraft; and they
have two children, Andrea and Aaron.

On behalf of the United States House
of Representatives, I want to thank
Reverend Schoolcraft for his long-

H8199

standing devotion to the ministry, the
churches he has served, and his fellow
man.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). The Chair will
entertain up to 15 further requests for
1-minute speeches from each side of the
aisle.

———
WHAT A GAME

(Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Madam
Speaker, I would like to congratulate
the gentleman from Illinois, Congress-
man RANDY HULTGREN, on winning our
friendly wager on the MAC football
championship game last Friday. The
participants in the game, Ohio Univer-
sity and Northern Illinois University,
are located in the districts that we are
privileged to represent.

The game was an instant classic.
Both teams left everything on the field
and gave it their all and, in the proc-
ess, made their universities and their
fans proud.

The OU Bobcats jumped out to an
early lead, but the Huskies of Northern
Illinois fought back. They showed their
toughness and won the game on the
game’s final play. Another way to say
it is that OU won the first half and
that Northern Illinois won the second
half. Both teams were worthy of par-
ticipation in the game, but it’s a shame
that either team had to come out on
the losing end.

I am very proud of the OU Bobcats,
and I look forward to watching both
teams compete in their bowl games and
represent their schools in the same
fashion they did last Friday night.

Congratulations to Congressman
HULTGREN.

———

SUPPORT THE PAYROLL TAX
EXTENSION

(Mr. POLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. POLIS. A huge tax increase is
looming unless this House takes action
immediately. Unless this House takes
action in the next few weeks, a typical
American household earning $50,000,
$60,000 a year will see a tax increase of
$1,000 a year on payroll taxes—yes,
Madam Speaker, a $1,000 tax increase
for middle class families, many of
whom have not seen any raises or in-
creases for several years due to the re-
cession.

People who are struggling to support
their families will see a $1,000 tax in-
crease if this body does not act in the
next several weeks. This is a tax in-
crease that most families haven’t budg-
eted for and haven’t prepared for. They
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haven’t assumed that this Congress is
as dysfunctional as it potentially is if
we fail to renew this tax increase. We
shouldn’t let our dysfunction in this
body harm the middle class and the
American people.

I call upon my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to support renewing
the payroll tax extension to make sure
that middle class families are not
slapped with a $1,000-plus tax increase
next year.

SIXTEEN DAYS AGAINST GENDER
VIOLENCE

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
Sehar, a Pakistani woman in an ar-
ranged marriage, was constantly raped
and abused by her husband. He accused
her of becoming a doctor only to at-
tract men. He blamed her for the mis-
carriage that she had, and he con-
stantly beat her. He was angry when
she gave birth to two girls rather than
to two boys, and he was an abuser of
the girls and his wife.

Sehar and her daughters were able to
escape to the United States to find
safety. She will not go back to Paki-
stan because her former husband’s fam-
ily says they will kill her.

Violence against women, unfortu-
nately, is too common of a plight for
women throughout the world. My
grandmother used to tell me that you
never hurt somebody you claim you
love. As the leader of the free world, it
is critical that the United States pro-
mote this simple truth throughout this
country and other countries:

Every person has the right to a life
free of violence.

I want to thank the gentlelady from
Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) for bringing
this to the attention of the Members of
Congress as we reflect on this fact dur-
ing these 16 days against gender vio-
lence.

And that’s just the way it is.

————

THE DEFENSE OF MARRIAGE ACT,
AN AFFRONT TO AMERICA’S
VALUES

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, in
1996 Congress passed the so-called De-
fense of Marriage Act, or DOMA. It was
then, as it still is today, an affront to
our country’s values—the values we
hold true as established in the Declara-
tion of Independence, those of life, lib-
erty, the pursuit of happiness, and of
equality and fairness for all.

On October 7 of this year, I held a
field forum in Chicago, along with my
colleague JAN SCHAKOWSKY, to hear
from legal experts and gay and lesbian
couples about the real-world harm
caused by DOMA. The findings were
startling. I ask that the clerk enter all
of their testimony into the RECORD to
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formally document this collection of
unfairness and inequity, burdens that
are imposed on normal Americans who
are just trying to live normal lives.

It is incomprehensible that today we
are still dealing with such injustice.
Congress created this injustice, and
Congress should correct it. Let the
RECORD reflect these sentiments.

LET’S REIN IN THE REGULATORS

(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. HULTGREN. Madam Speaker,
$1.75 trillion annually—America’s job
creators are buried under the regu-
latory burden of about $1.75 trillion an-
nually.

The cost of the regulatory burden
from new regulations just this year is
$67.4 billion, which is larger than the
entire State budget of Illinois, my
home State. Studies and polls have
shown us time and again that the regu-
lations are a hidden form of taxation;
and just as our Tax Code is in need of
reform, so is our regulatory system.

That’s why I'm proud to support the
REINS Act. This commonsense bill will
require that Congress approve every
new major regulation proposed by the
executive branch in order to ensure
that Congress, not unelected bureau-
crats, retain control and account-
ability for the impact of government
on the American people.

Unless Congress acts decisively, this
unchecked regulatory state will only
grow bigger and make things more
complicated. Let’s pass the REINS Act,
and let’s give our job creators the cer-
tainty they need to grow, expand, and
put Americans back to work.

———
0 1210
TAXES

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, this year
will be a very difficult holiday season
for millions of Americans looking for
jobs. Sadly, these families are not get-
ting the help they deserve from the Re-
publicans here in Congress.

We have now reached 337 days of Re-
publican control here in the House, and
we still do not have a jobs plan from
the Republicans.

Benefits for over 6 million unem-
ployed Americans are about to expire.
And now, to make matters worse, Re-
publicans are creating uncertainty for
the 160 million middle class families by
stalling and extending the payroll tax
cut.

Why are these Americans forced to
wait? Because Republicans refuse to
ask those making more than a million
dollars to pay their fair share. Million-
aires are not paying their fair share.

We must act now on those lifelines of
the middle class and allow the Bush
tax cuts for the ultrarich to expire. No
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new taxes, no jobs. No new taxes, no
new jobs. We must pass a responsible
tax plan that extends the unemploy-
ment benefits and gets the economy
moving again.

——

IMPLICATIONS OF GOVERNMENT’S
ADDING ADDITIONAL RED TAPE
AND ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS

(Mr. DOLD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DOLD. Madam Speaker, as a
small business owner, I understand
firsthand the implications of the gov-
ernment adding additional red tape and
additional regulations. One clear exam-
ple of this is the Dodd-Frank bill.

The Dodd-Frank bill was supposed to
impose clear rules and regulations on
the financial industry so that another
economic disaster could be averted.
However, this single piece of legisla-
tion has imposed more uncertainty
into the marketplace. The bill imposes
literally hundreds of new rules and reg-
ulations, most of which haven’t even
been written yet. As a result, busi-
nesses are not growing and they’re not
creating jobs, and this is in large part
because they don’t understand what to-
morrow will bring.

I did have an opportunity to talk to
a smaller bank back in my district
that said, We’re not growing, with the
exception of adding people into our
compliance department to cross the T’s
and dot the I's, but not a single person
was hired in order to try to get addi-
tional liquidity into the marketplace
and help small businesses.

Rather than pile on rule after rule,
we should implement smart regula-
tions that truly protect consumers.
The last thing we want is another fi-
nancial disaster, so we should examine
the implications of the rules and regu-
lations and ensure that the right regu-
lations are in place and get America
back to work.

———————

THE NEED TO PASS PAYROLL TAX
cuT

(Mr. SIRES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SIRES. Madam Speaker, the ma-
jority has held 891 votes in this Cham-
ber, and we still see no plan for job cre-
ation.

To make matters worse, my col-
leagues across the aisle have now fo-
cused their efforts on opposing a tax
break for the middle class. They are
opposing the extension of the Federal
tax holiday enacted earlier this year
that gave virtually all working Ameri-
cans a much needed tax cut, reducing
taxes for over 160 million American
workers.

Economic uncertainty both here in
the U.S. and abroad makes this a dan-
gerous time to eliminate an important
tax cut that is saving American fami-
lies an average of $1,000 a year. Failing
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to extend the payroll tax holiday will
raise taxes on millions of Americans,
taking over $120 billion out of the
pockets of consumers and out of the
economy.

Furthermore, at the same time the
majority is working to raise taxes on
the middle class, they are willing to
cut off the unemployment insurance
that has been keeping millions of
Americans afloat.

Madam Speaker, let’s ensure that
millions of Americans enjoy this holi-
day season and are not forced to worry
about raising taxes or losing essential
assistance.

———

UNEMPLOYMENT HAS NOT BEEN
THIS PERSISTENT SINCE 1948

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, last Friday the U.S.
Bureau of Labor Statistics announced
November’s unemployment rate re-
mained above 8 percent. Over 13 mil-
lion American families are now with-
out jobs. Nearly 25 million people are
looking for full-time employment. The
number of unemployed Americans has
not consistently remained at such a
high percentage since 1948.

For the past 34 months, the American
people have been depending upon Con-
gress and the President to cut Wash-
ington’s wasteful spending and enact
policies targeting job creation and eco-
nomic growth.

Since the Republicans regained the
majority of the House in January, leg-
islation has passed that allows small
businesses to grow and create jobs. It is
past time for the President and liberal-
controlled Senate to change course to
put our hardworking American fami-
lies back to work.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism, as
on December the 7Tth we honor the he-
roes of World War II.

BEYOND THE BORDER
AGREEMENT

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS. Madam Speaker, today
the United States and Canadian Gov-
ernments will announce a Beyond the
Border agreement to ease border trade
and travel in this era of heightened se-
curity.

I support this goal because in west-
ern New York our future depends on in-
tegrating our economy with the boom-
ing economy of southern Ontario by ex-
panding the Bridge Peace that con-
nects our two communities. The Peace
Bridge is the busiest passenger crossing
at the northern border. Passengers
using the bridge spend $133 million in
western New York annually in support
of our retailers, sports franchises, air-
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ports, educational and cultural institu-
tions.

In western New York, Peace Bridge
trade impacts $9.1 billion in business
sales, supporting 60,000 local jobs and
generating $2.6 billion in household in-
come and $233 million in local tax rev-
enue. All of this economic activity de-
pends on a Peace Bridge that is free of
congestion, one that is safe, reliable,
and predictable.

I applaud the efforts of this agree-
ment and call on a renewed Federal
focus on the northern border, gen-
erally, and the Peace Bridge, specifi-
cally.

————

MEDICARE PHYSICIAN PAYMENT
SYSTEM

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Madam Speaker,
for decades the fundamentally flawed
Medicare physician payment system
has created uncertainty and insta-
bility, not only in the health care sys-
tem but in the larger economy.

Every year physicians face the threat
of reimbursement cuts which, in turn,
hinders their ability to provide the
necessary care that patients need. The
Sustainable Growth Rate rate formula
has constantly called for negative up-
dates to physician payments with the
scheduled reductions accumulating
year after year, but Congress has con-
tinually delayed the cuts.

Congress has a historic opportunity
to implement sound fiscal policy in the
Medicare program in the context of
broad economic reforms. I believe we
must pursue a fair, efficient, and af-
fordable long-term solution to the
Medicare SGR formula. I am com-
mitted to working with my colleagues
to pass commonsense legislation that
promotes efficiency, quality, and value
and ensures access to medical services
for Medicare beneficiaries.

———

MEDICARE TOWN HALIL/DOUGHNUT
HOLE CLOSURE

(Ms. HOCHUL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. HOCHUL. Madam Speaker, yes-
terday I spoke with over 8,000 of my
constituents during a telephone town
hall to talk about the end of the open
enrollment period for Medicare, which
occurs at midnight tonight.

We also talked about the savings
they are now receiving as a result of
the closing of the legendary prescrip-
tion drug doughnut hole. More than 2.5
million Medicare recipients across the
Nation have saved $1.5 billion on their
prescription drugs this year alone. In
New York, we had 175,000 Medicare re-
cipients, and they received a 50 percent
discount on prescription drugs, total-
ing over $113 million in savings, an av-
erage of $650 per family.

Yesterday’s call was a reminder,
when I was talking about Bill from
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Williamsville and Joan from Living-
ston County, that we have to work
hard to protect this absolutely critical
program that ensures medical care for
our seniors and allows them to live
their later years in dignity.

As my seniors told me: Medicare is
not an entitlement; it is a program we
spent our entire lives paying into. And
I, for one, plan to protect it.

———
O 1220

CONGRATULATING ED SNIDER

(Mr. MEEHAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MEEHAN. Madam Speaker, I rise
to congratulate Ed Snider, the owner
of the Philadelphia Flyers hockey club,
on being inducted into the United
States Hockey Hall of Fame. This is a
special occasion, not only for the city
of Philadelphia and the Delaware Val-
ley as a whole, but particularly for
those who love the game of hockey,
myself included.

Ed’s tremendous success with the
Flyers franchise—winning two Stanley
Cups and reaching the finals six
times—contributed to making Phila-
delphia a Class A hockey town. How-
ever, the key is that he has really
given back to communities.

Through his organization, the Ed
Snider Youth Hockey Foundation, he
teaches high-risk inner city boys and
girls from Philadelphia the game of
hockey. But it prepares them with life
skills for success in school and life as
well. Hard work, honest effort, team-
work, dedication, and a solid work
ethic are instilled in these children as
life lessons and values as part of par-
ticipation in this program. It is
through these lessons that his organi-
zation helps our children become good
and productive citizens. His philan-
thropic cause is significant to our re-
gion and to these young children in our
area.

Congratulations to Ed Snider on this
recognition.

———

ENDING VIOLENCE AGAINST
WOMEN

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to join thousands of activ-
ists participating in the 16 Days Cam-
paign by speaking out against violence
against women.

Violence against women is a viola-
tion of fundamental human rights. It is
a global problem of epidemic propor-
tions. One in three women worldwide is
beaten, coerced into sex, or otherwise
abused over the course of her lifetime.

That is why I am proud to be working
with Congressman TED POE to reintro-
duce the International Violence
Against Women Act. The important
bill would require a comprehensive
strategy to prevent and respond to vio-
lence against women and girls inter-
nationally.
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Violence against women is not just a
humanitarian tragedy; it is a global
health menace and a threat to national
security. The United States can play a
significant role in protecting the
human rights of all women and ending
the violence against our sisters around
the world.

——
COMMEMORATING DECEMBER 7

(Mr. CARNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CARNEY. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate two very im-
portant events in our Nation’s history
that occurred on December 7. As we
know, today is National Pearl Harbor
Remembrance Day. We pray for the
more than 3,500 U.S. soldiers and civil-
ians who were killed or wounded in de-
fense of our Nation that day. The sac-
rifices they made 70 years ago are not
unlike the sacrifices that our soldiers
and their families are being asked to
make today.

December 7 is also an important
milestone for the founding of our Na-
tion. Today is Delaware Day, the 224th
anniversary of Delaware’s ratification
of the United States Constitution,
making Delaware the first State to
join the Nation.

Delaware’s Founding Fathers saw the
vision and genius of the form of gov-
ernment laid out in our Constitution.
It is this vision and this document that
continues to guide everything we do
today.

So let us take time today to remem-
ber the contributions every generation
has made to protect the values and
freedoms upon which this great Nation
was founded.

————
THE SEINFELD CONGRESS

(Mr. DOYLE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DOYLE. Madam Speaker, the
last time the Republicans controlled
the House back in 2006, a newspaper
columnist called it ‘‘the Seinfeld Con-
gress,”” because like Seinfeld, which
was a show about nothing, the 109th
Congress was a Congress about noth-
ing. Absolutely nothing got done.

Now the House Republicans have
upped the ante. They have an agenda
filled with Seinfeld Ilegislation—a
bunch of bills about nothing. Tomor-
row, for example, we’re considering the
so-called farm dust bill. Now, ignore
for a moment the fact that it’s more
about mines and smelters and concrete
plants than it is about farms, House
Republicans want to ban an EPA rule
that the EPA administrator has said
she has no intention of issuing.

Why are we wasting time prohibiting
a rule that’s not being issued when
we’ve got real problems like a strug-
gling economy and millions of people
out of work.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

As Seinfeld might say, yada, yada,
yada.

HONORING TRINITY SHAMROCKS

(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker,
with an average margin of victory of
more than 40 points, an undefeated sea-
son, and a win in the State champion-
ship that Sports Illustrated called the
team’s ‘“‘finest offensive performance of
the year,” there can be no more debate:
Trinity High School Shamrocks is the
best high school football team in the
country.

Friday’s 62-21 victory over Scott
County in the 6A final completed a 25-
game win streak, secured a second
straight State title, and capped a sea-
son in which Trinity didn’t just beat
the competition, they rocked them.

Over five playoff games, Trinity
outscored its foes by more than 240
total points. They never trailed in the
second half all season. They crushed
top-tier out-of-state competition and
avenged their only 2010 loss. After fac-
ing Trinity, Scott County’s coach
called the Shamrocks ‘‘the best team
in Kentucky football history.”

This was a true team effort, and
thanks to the leadership and dedica-
tion of 40 seniors, these student ath-
letes have achieved a perfect record
and deserve to bring a national title
home to Louisville. I ask my col-
leagues to join me today in congratu-
lating Coach Beatty, the team, and the
entire Trinity community on an in-
credible championship and an amazing
2011 season. Way to go Rocks.

——————

EXTEND PAYROLL TAX CUT AND
EMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Speaker, we
simply cannot leave Washington before
extending the payroll tax cut and un-
employment assistance. With our econ-
omy still struggling and unemploy-
ment remaining unacceptably high at
10.4 percent in my home State of Rhode
Island, now is not the time to take
more money out of the pockets of hard-
working families.

Allowing the payroll tax cuts to ex-
pire at the end of this month will mean
less money in the pockets of 600,000
hardworking Rhode Islanders. It is ab-
solutely critical that we extend the
payroll tax cut which is saving work-
ing families an average of $1,000 per
year and would add $400 million to
Rhode Island’s economy next year. We
have to do everything we can to
strengthen our middle class families
who are struggling to make ends meet
and provide assistance to those fami-
lies who need it most.

If Congress does not extend emer-
gency unemployment assistance, thou-
sands of Rhode Islanders, as well as
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millions of Americans who rely on this
critical safety net, will lose their as-
sistance. This will have a devastating
impact on these families and on our
economy.

Rather than providing subsidies to
Big Oil companies and arguing for
more tax cuts for millionaires and bil-
lionaires, it’s time for Congress to
stand up for American families and to
extend the payroll tax cut and unem-
ployment compensation.

——

EXTEND PAYROLL TAX CUT

(Ms. McCCOLLUM asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Speaker,
the temporary payroll tax cut is put-
ting money into the economy and the
pockets of 160 million Americans. And
now my Republican colleagues are de-
manding harmful cuts to working fami-
lies and seniors to offset these middle
class tax cuts.

A better idea is to cut from the $1
trillion in special interest tax ear-
marks identified by the bipartisan
Simpson-Bowles Commission. Let’s cut
the $2 million earmark for wooden
arrow manufacturers. Let’s cut the $40
million earmark for the owners of
NASCAR racetracks. And let’s cut $235
million in earmarks for rum producers
in Puerto Rico and the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands. The earmarks are unfair and
unaffordable.

To the 99 percent of Americans who
don’t have a lobbyist, sorry, you
missed out on the special interest bo-
nanza. Congress needs to protect work-
ing families. Let’s pass President
Obama’s middle class payroll tax cut
and help our families and our economy
now.

————

SUPPORT REINS ACT

(Mr. YODER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. YODER. Madam Speaker, the
American economy is crying out for
certainty. Every day the instability
created by new Washington rules, regu-
lations, new taxes, et cetera makes it
harder for the economy to recover and
harder for small businesses to create
jobs.

That’s why today I stand in full sup-
port of the Regulations from the Exec-
utive in Need of Scrutiny Act, known
as the REINS Act.

As our Federal agencies churn out
regulations by the truckload, it’s our
small businesses, those very entities
that we expect to create jobs and are
struggling to survive, that are bur-
dened with implementing them. In
fact, regulations cost the economy
$1.75 trillion per year. New regulations
this year alone will cost business over
$60 billion, all driving up the cost of
doing business and putting more people
out of work.

I'm supporting the REINS Act be-
cause this legislation will provide
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Americans with an additional level of
accountability when it comes to job-
killing regulations from government
agencies.

Madam Speaker, it’s time we stand
up for small business owners, and it’s
time we do all that we can to remove
the barriers Washington is putting in
their way. Let’s come together as a
Congress and help get America back to
work again.

———
O 1230
OPPOSITION TO THE REINS ACT

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, later
today the House will vote on the
REINS Act. This is a terrible piece of
legislation that will make it next to
impossible to protect Americans’
health or the environment. It would
allow either Chamber of Congress to
stop efforts to keep our water and air
clean or to protect the public from un-
safe food—by simply doing nothing.

This bill sets up a congressional ap-
proval requirement that is a recipe for
more gridlock. It would mean more bu-
reaucracy and more delay, generating
uncertainty for businesses and weaker
rules to protect consumers.

Sherwood Boehlert, the former Re-
publican chairman of the House
Science Committee and one of our
most thoughtful former colleagues, re-
cently wrote a scathing piece in The
Hill about the REINS Act. He said the
bill would result in ‘“‘a virtual shut-
down of the system that will leave the
public exposed.”

Madam Speaker, the REINS Act is an
outrageous effort to throw out a sys-
tem that has protected American fami-
lies and communities for more than 100
years. I urge my colleagues to join me
in voting down this irresponsible and
misguided legislation.

——
VOTER SUPPRESSION

(Mr. PETERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PETERS. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to oppose nationwide efforts to
suppress voter turnout for the 2012
election, including State legislation
imposing strict photo ID requirements.
These new regulations would dispropor-
tionately burden seniors, people with
disabilities, the poor, and minorities.

In Michigan, we have seen aggressive
purges of voter rules, which can dis-
enfranchise low-income voters who
have moved to a new address. Half a
million Michiganders don’t have a driv-
er’s license or State ID. How are they
supposed to make their voices heard if
these rules are passed?

Let’s be clear. These efforts are
about one thing and one thing only: si-
lencing voters.

America is a beacon of democracy,
and to limit voter access is hypo-
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critical and wrong. Madam Speaker, I
don’t have to tell you about the shame-
ful times in America’s history where
power and intimidation were used to
prevent Americans from voting. We
must learn from our past.

Fight voter suppression efforts in the
courts, in State legislatures, here in
Washington, and, most importantly, on
election day.

————
REMEMBERING PEARL HARBOR

(Ms. HANABUSA asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. HANABUSA. December 7, 1941, ‘“‘a
date which will live in infamy,”” are the
words of President Roosevelt.

I represent Pearl Harbor. On this
day, let us not forget the brave people
who gave their lives at Pearl Harbor.
On this day, let us not forget this act
of unprovoked, dastardly aggression
which propelled us into a war. On this
day, let us not forget how the people of
this Nation were unmatched in their
evidence of loyalty and patriotism.

Let us remember because we need to
be that people again to continue our
fight to maintain our position as the
greatest Nation in the world. Let us re-
member because we need to show the
compassion to those who are in need in
these days.

————

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES
ON H.R. 2065, MILITARY CON-
STRUCTION AND VETERANS AF-
FAIRS AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill
(H.R. 2055) making appropriations for
military construction, the Department
of Veterans Affairs, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2012, and for other purposes,
with a Senate amendment thereto, dis-
agree to the Senate amendment, and
agree to the conference requested by
the Senate.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. DICKS. Madam Speaker, I have a
motion to instruct at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Dicks moves that the managers on the
part of the House at the conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the
Senate amendment to the bill, H.R. 2055, be
instructed to recede to the Senate on the
higher level of funding for the ‘‘Department
of Veterans Affairs—Medical and Prosthetic
Research’ account.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS)
and the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
ROGERS) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

The
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DICKS. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks on the mo-
tion to instruct.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. DICKS. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The motion instructs conferees to
provide the highest level of funding for
medical and prosthetic research. This
program helps the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs develop cutting-edge
treatments for veterans and their fami-
lies. It is fully integrated throughout
the medical community through part-
nerships with academic affiliates, non-
profits, and commercial entities, as
well as other Federal agencies. It is
unique because both the clinical care
and research occur together.

The Medical and Prosthetic Research
Program plays a vital role in advanc-
ing the health and care of our Nation’s
veterans. Some of the areas that the
Medical and Prosthetic Research Pro-
gram focus on include mental health
research, prosthetics, traumatic brain
injury, and posttraumatic stress dis-
order, or PTSD. The program has em-
phasized efforts to improve the under-
standing and treatment of veterans in
need of mental health care.

We hear a lot about the casualties of
war and soldiers who have sacrificed
their lives in duty. However, over the
past few years, the VA has begun to ex-
amine the psychological wounds of
posttraumatic stress disorder. The mo-
tion will provide funding for the VA to
care for veterans returning home from
Iraq and Afghanistan who may suffer
from depression, anxiety, and sub-
stance abuse.

Funding for medical and prosthetic
research in the House-reported bill was
inadequate, and during floor consider-
ation the House majority agreed to in-
crease funding by $22 million. While I
was pleased to see this increase, I be-
lieve we need to do more.

The Senate-passed bill funds this pro-
gram at the FY2011 enacted level,
which is $561 million higher than the
House-passed level. I believe the higher
funding levels should be maintained be-
cause of the impact this research can
have on the everyday life of our Na-
tion’s veterans.

This Nation must get its fiscal house
in order. However, even in an austere
budget, we need to make room to fully
fund our priorities. The Medical and
Prosthetic Research Program is a high
priority.

I'm sure that all of my colleagues
would agree we can never repay Amer-
ica’s veterans for the sacrifice they
have made for our country. As a first
installment, we should make a sub-
stantial investment in health care re-
search for our veterans, and I urge a
‘‘yes’ vote on the motion to instruct.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

This motion to instruct is well-inten-
tioned but unnecessary. The motion
would urge adoption of the Senate-
passed level for VA medical research,
which is $50 million above the House-
passed level.

We all support our veterans and
honor their service and sacrifice. We,
of course, support the important re-
search work the VA is doing for our
veterans in fields such as traumatic
brain injury and posttraumatic stress
disorder. We provided a robust level of
funding for this research in the House-
passed version of the bill at a time
when our overall funding targets were
constrained. In fact, the House bill pro-
vided a total of $531 million for VA
medical research, an increase of $22
million above what the White House
and the VA requested. In addition, the
VA still has $71 million in unobligated
research funding left over from pre-
vious years that could be put to use. So
even without the increase, the program
level would still be well above the 2011
level.

We all agree that medical research at
the VA is undeniably important and we
want to do the best that we can for our
veterans, particularly those in need of
medical assistance. On that, there’s no
difference between the ranking minor-
ity member and myself and between
the members of the subcommittee.
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I can reassure the Members that we
will work with our House and Senate
colleagues to determine the appro-
priate level for VA research to con-
tinue to support and honor the service
of our veterans.

While this motion is not necessary, I
understand and agree with its intent;
and I will work with the ranking mem-
ber. And with reservations, I will ac-
cept the motion at this time.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. DICKS. I would ask for a vote on
my motion to instruct, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. DICKS. Madam Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

————

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES
ON H.R. 1540, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2012
Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, by di-

rection of the Committee on Armed
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Services, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill
(H.R. 1540) to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2012 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for
military construction, and for defense
activities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes, with a Senate amend-
ment thereto, disagree to the Senate
amendment, and agree to the con-
ference requested by the Senate.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I have a motion to instruct at
the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Smith of Washington moves that the
managers on the part of the House at the
conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the Senate amendment to the
bill H.R. 1540 be instructed to insist on the
amendments contained in subtitle I of title
V of the House bill (sections 581 through 587
relating to improved sexual assault preven-
tion and response in the Armed Forces).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. SMITH)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

This is a very important provision of
the House bill dealing with better com-
bating sexual assault within the mili-
tary. Now, this is a significant problem
that has been documented by many
studies and many media reports. I want
to particularly congratulate members
of my committee, Ms. LORETTA SAN-
CHEZ, Ms. TSONGAS, Ms. SPEIER, and
Mrs. SUSAN DAvVIs, who have taken a
leadership role in this to try to imple-
ment policies to control sexual assault
within the military. The provisions
that we’ve put together in the House
help move us forward towards address-
ing that issue, make sure that it takes
on the importance that it deserves, and
empower the military to make the de-
cisions they need to better protect
against sexual assault within the mili-
tary.

I particularly applaud Ms. TSONGAS.
This is her motion to stick to the
House provisions in this area. I urge
the conference committee to do that
going forward.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCKEON. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER).

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. And, Madam
Speaker, good afternoon.

The
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Sexual assault in the military con-
tinues to be a serious problem. It im-
pacts thousands of service women and
men each year.

While I’'m pleased with the recent im-
provements made by the Department of
Defense, there remains much more to
be done. It is vital that we do all we
can to protect the men and women in
the military who protect us.

I am very pleased that both the
House and the Senate passed language
improving the military’s response to
sexual assault in their respective
versions of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act.
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Earlier this week, I, along with Rep-
resentative TURNER and 45 colleagues,
sent a letter to the House and Senate
Armed Services Committees asking
them to strongly consider the House-
passed provisions dealing with military
sexual assault.

The language contained in the House
version makes necessary improvements
to protect our service women and men.
Specifically, the House-passed lan-
guage strengthens the rights of sexual
assault victims by clarifying victim ac-
cess to legal counsel, and record main-
tenance and confidentiality, which are
critically important. It also ensures ex-
pedited unit or station transfer when a
servicemember has been victimized.

Imagine being a victim of rape,
which one young soldier told me about
at a hearing, while serving in the mili-
tary, and every morning she had to sa-
lute her rapist. That’s what the mem-
bers of our Armed Forces have experi-
enced and will continue to experience
if we don’t do something to change
that situation.

The House-passed language also
stresses the need for the NDAA to in-
clude comprehensive training and edu-
cation programs for sexual assault pre-
vention within the Department of De-
fense. The Senate version does not in-
clude this protection, which is part of
H.R. 1709, the Force Protection and
Readiness Act, which I introduced ear-
lier this year.

I am pleased this motion to instruct
conferees on the NDAA recognizes the
importance of this issue, and I ask the
conferees to seriously consider includ-
ing the strongest possible language to
prevent and appropriately respond to
incidents of sexual assault in the mili-
tary.

Mr. MCKEON. I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield the balance of my time
to the gentlewoman from Massachu-
setts (Ms. TSONGAS).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts will control the balance of
the time.

There was no objection.

Ms. TSONGAS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

While one in six women will experi-
ence sexual assault in her lifetime, as
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many as one in three women leaving
military service report that they have
experienced some form of military sex-
ual trauma.

By the Pentagon’s own estimate, as
few as 13.5 percent of sexual assaults
are reported. Additionally, while 40
percent of sexual assault allegations in
the civilian world are prosecuted, this
number is a staggeringly low 8 percent
in the military.

The military has been slow to take
the appropriate actions necessary to
protect victims of sexual assault. For
example, rape victims still do not yet
have the right to a unit or duty loca-
tion transfer following an assault. This
means victims of sexual assault are
often forced to live and work alongside
their perpetrator, facing repeated
stress and trauma due to the constant
contact they may have with an assail-
ant who is part of their unit.

As unbelievable as it sounds, this is
exactly what happened to Marine
Lance Corporal Maria Lauterbach, who
accused her assailant of rape, and then
spent the next 8 months exposed to the
accused rapist, who later murdered her
and buried her with the body of her un-
born son in his backyard.

Although these events happened in
2007, the Department of Defense has
not adopted provisions that would
allow victims to escape constant con-
tact with their assailant. We ask men
and women who serve in the military
to put their lives on the line for our
country, and they shouldn’t fear harm
from their fellow servicemembers. We
simply must do more to protect them.

In May, this House passed H.R. 1540,
which included strong bipartisan provi-
sions that would allow victims of sex-
ual assault the right to transfer units,
the right to counsel, the right to privi-
leged communications between a vic-
tim and a victim advocate, and the
right to get records of their sexual as-
sault so they can be eligible for vet-
erans’ benefits. These provisions came
from a bipartisan bill that I introduced
with Mr. TURNER of Ohio.

Our language stipulates that con-
fidential communications cannot be
used by the defense attorney against a
victim during court proceedings, and
they remain actually confidential.
These provisions will encourage more
victims to come forward and get the
help they need to heal, and will encour-
age more victims to participate in the
legal process of prosecuting perpetra-
tors of sexual assault, both of which
are critical to maintaining readiness
and unit cohesion in the military.

These provisions also establish full-
time sexual assault response coordina-
tors and victim advocates and ensure
they are well trained for the job and
able to properly serve victims of sexual
assault. The 2009 Defense Task Force
Report on Sexual Assault in the Mili-
tary Services found that current vic-
tim advocates and sexual assault re-
sponse coordinators are unprepared for
the duties of the position.

In the words of a current unit victim
advocate, ‘I would truly be unprepared
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if a sexual assault were to occur and
my services were needed. It is my opin-
ion that active duty victim advocates
are not prepared to deal with sexual as-
saults and could potentially deter indi-
viduals from coming forward.”

Having full-time SARCs and VAs
with extensive training and certifi-
cation will ensure that they are truly a
valuable resource to their unit and to
victims who come forward.

This language also improves the re-
tention of sexual assault records and
guarantees that victims of sexual as-
sault will have lifetime access to these
records for a variety of purposes, such
as being considered for veterans bene-
fits and given priority consideration
for counseling at Veterans Affairs.

Currently, survivors of sexual assault
have to jump through multiple bureau-
cratic hurdles to prove that their
symptoms are connected to an incident
of sexual assault in the military in
order to be prioritized for mental
health counseling or be eligible for
benefits. Servicemembers find it dif-
ficult to obtain documentation proving
their sexual assault once they have left
the services because many of these doc-
uments are destroyed at DOD after
only a few years. This language ensures
that the documents are maintained.

This language also requires DOD to
prepare a record of all court pro-
ceedings in which a charge of sexual as-
sault is adjudicated and provide a copy
to the victim. Because victims of sex-
ual assaults serve as a witness rather
than an active participant in trials
where their case is litigated, they often
do not understand the outcome of their
case. These records are prepared where
convictions result, but when charges
are dismissed, or when a perpetrator is
found innocent, the victim has no reli-
able way to understand what happened
and why his or her case was dismissed.

Making sure victims understand the
outcome of their case is important to
providing closure for victims and mak-
ing sure they are an active, respected
participant in the legal process.
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It will help to alleviate much of the
mistrust that servicemembers and vic-
tims of sexual assault in the military
harbor when it comes to how a sexual
assault case will be handled if they
make a report.

Similar provisions were included in
the Senate’s version of the defense au-
thorization, but these provisions do not
clearly spell out a victim’s right to
counsel and do not provide for a com-
prehensive education and training pro-
gram.

Yesterday a bipartisan group of 47
Members, led by Ms. SLAUGHTER and
Mr. TURNER, sent a letter to the chair-
man and ranking member of both the
House and Senate Armed Services
Committees in support of the House’s
language. This motion simply instructs
our conferees to insist on the House
language, language that will protect
our servicewomen.
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I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support the motion to in-
struct conferees.

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MCKEON. I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. TSONGAS. Madam Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California who has
taken such an interest in this very
grave issue and played an important
leadership role, Congresswoman
SPEIER.

Ms. SPEIER. I thank Ms. TSONGAS
and the ranking member, Mr. SMITH,
for bringing this motion. Thank you,
Madam Speaker, for the opportunity to
say a few words here.

This is a cancer that is eating up our
military. For 25 years, we have debated
and discussed and reported on it, and
yet the numbers are staggering. By
DOD’s own estimates, 19,000 men and
women in the military each and every
year are sexually assaulted or raped.
Only 13 percent actually report these
sexual assaults and rapes, and 90 per-
cent of them are involuntarily honor-
ably discharged.

There is a message in the military:
Shut up, take an aspirin, go to bed,
sleep it off. These very modest ele-
ments are really very important, but if
we’re really going to deal with this
issue, if we’re truly going to say that
you are no longer going to be more
likely to be a victim of violence in the
military by a fellow officer than by the
enemy, if we’re really going to be able
to change that construct, then we’re
going to have take the reporting of
these crimes away from the chain of
command and put it in a separate of-
fice where we will have experts, both
military and civilian, that will be able
to prosecute these cases and actually
investigate them.

Right now there’s a huge conflict of
interest. I spoke on the floor this
morning about Petty Officer De Roche
who was raped by two officers in Thai-
land when they were on port of call.
She was raped twice by each of these
men. She then went to report it and
was told to leave it alone. She was then
put in a medical hold for 24 hours, for
days. And then what happened, she was
eventually allowed to leave the ship
and be put in another service setting.

But do you know what happened to
those two assailants, both of whom ad-
mitted that they had raped her?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Ms. TSONGAS. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional minute.

Ms. SPEIER. One of them had 6
months of reduction in pay; one of
them got demoted, one of them did not;
but neither of them served any time for
having admitted that they had raped
her. They got what was called non-
judicial punishment.

What a joke that in this country we
give a unit commander the authority
to be judge and jury and then not even
have these individuals who commit
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these violent crimes have to pay any-
thing. It doesn’t go on a record; there
is no sexual assault database. That’s
the way we’ve been running the mili-
tary, and that must stop.

Ms. TSONGAS. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I just have to respond to the last
speaker that we had.

We have this language in the bill. We
have worked with Ms. TSONGAS. She’s
done great work with Mr. TURNER. We
have been out of the majority for 4
years. We now have the majority. I'm
not going to say that it shouldn’t have
been fixed before; it should have. But
we have this in the bill. But to attack
the military and make them like they
are the worst people in the world—
19,000 is excessive. It is something that
never should have happened. This will
take care of it.

We just had talk of a revered football
coach we found right in their organiza-
tion of a very upstanding university
that we all have thought great things
about, has all kinds of problems with
sexual abuse.

I refuse to have the innuendo or the
charge that the military is corrupt top
to bottom, which is what you basically
inferred in what you just said.

We support this. We put it in the bill.
We think that it is very important to
take care of this problem.

Ms. SPEIER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MCKEON. I'd be happy to yield.

Ms. SPEIER. I did not say that the
military was corrupt. What I did say
was that the way——

Mr. McKEON. Reclaiming my time,
you did charge them with some very
serious issues and besmirch the char-
acter of the military.

Ms. SPEIER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. McKEON. I'd be happy to yield.

Ms. SPEIER. What I would say to the
gentleman from California is this: that
the Congress of the United States has,
for almost a quarter of a century now,
been looking at this issue. We have not
done a good job——

Mr. McKEON. Reclaiming my time,
as the new chairman of the committee,
the first bill that we have brought for-
ward, we have it in the bill. We are
moving to take care of it.

Ms. SPEIER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MCKEON. No. I think we’ve prob-
ably said enough.

What I would say at this time is we
do support this. The bill was over-
whelmingly supported out of com-
mittee 60-1, 322-96 in the House. We're
moving strongly on this issue. We will
support it through the conference and
do our best to see that it remains in
the bill because it is such a very impor-
tant issue.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. TSONGAS. Madam Speaker, I did
not mean to yield back my time; so I
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ask unanimous consent to reclaim my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts?

Mr. McKEON. Reserving the right to
object, I understand that I did that
once myself, yield back my time inad-
vertently.

With that, I would be happy to see
that my colleague has the balance of
her time to close, and I withdraw my
reservation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts is recognized.

There was no objection.

Ms. TSONGAS. I thank the chair-
man.

It has been my honor and pleasure to
work in a bipartisan fashion on this
legislation that seeks to address the
great challenge of military sexual
trauma. I think that we have incor-
porated into the House version of the
bill some very significant reforms that
will help to protect victims, unfortu-
nate victims of this great affront to
young people serving in our military;
will seek to better protect them as
they seek to bring to justice the per-
petrators; will better train those who
are put in a place designed and cre-
ated—these are positions created to
help victims deal with this tremendous
trauma, seek out appropriate legal
remedies and do it in a way that does
not further victimize the victim.

Does that mean there is not always
going to be additional work to do? Ab-
solutely, always; otherwise, we would
all be out of a job if we didn’t have to
simply come back and revisit and re-
visit and revisit these issues.

But I want to make it very clear that
this has been a great bipartisan effort.
I'm very thankful for the support we
have received. The military has made
tremendous efforts. But obviously we
would not be here today discussing this
if there were still not a long way to go.

I appreciate the fact that this has
been recognized on both sides of the
aisle, and I thank you for allowing me
to reclaim my time.

I will now yield 1 minute to the gen-
tlelady from California, Congress-
woman SPEIER.

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentlelady
from Massachusetts for yielding me the
time.

I would just like to say to the gen-
tleman from California and to my col-
leagues on the Armed Services Com-
mittee, I am very grateful that this
language is in the motion to instruct
the conferees.

My only point is that until we create
an independent office to handle these
cases, we continue to place the unit
commanders and the base commanders
in a conflict of interest. What happens
when the unit commander is, in fact,
the assailant? That means that the
rape victim has to go to her rapist and
seek to have help and to report that
rape to her unit commander.
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What we need to do is create an inde-
pendent authority that will have the
expertise, which a unit commander is
not going to have, regarding sexual as-
sault and rape and have investigators
who have, again, the expertise to look
at these cases so that the unit com-
manders and the base commanders are
not flummoxed by the various issues
surrounding this very, very serious
subject.

Ms. TSONGAS. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clauses 8 and 9 of rule XX, this
15-minute vote on the motion to in-
struct will be followed by b-minute
votes on the motion to permit closed
conference meetings on H.R. 1540 and
the motion to instruct on H.R. 2550.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 421, noes 2,
not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 892]

AYES—421
Ackerman Burton (IN) DeFazio
Adams Butterfield DeGette
Aderholt Calvert DeLauro
Akin Camp Denham
Alexander Campbell Dent
Altmire Canseco DesJarlais
Amodei Cantor Deutch
Andrews Capito Dicks
Austria Capps Dingell
Baca Capuano Doggett
Bachmann Cardoza Dold
Bachus Carnahan Donnelly (IN)
Baldwin Carney Doyle
Barletta Carson (IN) Dreier
Barrow Carter Duffy
Bartlett Cassidy Duncan (SC)
Barton (TX) Chabot Duncan (TN)
Bass (CA) Chaffetz Edwards
Bass (NH) Chandler Ellison
Becerra Chu Ellmers
Benishek Cicilline Emerson
Berg Clarke (MI) Engel
Berkley Clarke (NY) Eshoo
Berman Clay Farenthold
Biggert Cleaver Farr
Bilbray Clyburn Filner
Bilirakis Coble Fincher
Bishop (GA) Coffman (CO) Fitzpatrick
Bishop (NY) Cohen Flake
Bishop (UT) Cole Fleischmann
Black Conaway Fleming
Blackburn Connolly (VA) Flores
Blumenauer Conyers Forbes
Bonner Cooper Fortenberry
Bono Mack Costa Foxx
Boren Costello Frank (MA)
Boswell Courtney Franks (AZ)
Boustany Cravaack Frelinghuysen
Brady (PA) Crawford Fudge
Brady (TX) Crenshaw Gallegly
Braley (IA) Critz Garamendi
Brooks Crowley Gardner
Broun (GA) Cuellar Garrett
Brown (FL) Culberson Gerlach
Buchanan Cummings Gibbs
Bucshon Davis (CA) Gibson
Buerkle Davis (IL) Gingrey (GA)
Burgess Davis (KY) Gohmert
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Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hahn
Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hochul
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly
Kildee
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Kucinich
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Long
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer

Amash

Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Mulvaney
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (PA)
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Olver
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quayle
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Reyes
Ribble
Richardson
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita

NOES—2
MecClintock
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Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stark
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Sutton
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Tipton
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner (NY)
Turner (OH)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Webster
Welch
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Woolsey
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—10

Castor (FL) Hinchey Waxman
Diaz-Balart Myrick Young (FL)
Fattah Nadler
Giffords Richmond
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Messrs. CRENSHAW, CRAWFORD,

BRADY of Texas, Mrs. CAPPS, Messrs.
McCCARTHY of California, HUIZENGA
of Michigan, Ms. CLARKE of New
York, Messrs. ENGEL, and KING of
Iowa changed their vote from ‘‘no’ to
ua‘ye.w

So the motion to instruct was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MOTION TO PERMIT CLOSED CON-
FERENCE MEETINGS ON H.R. 1540,
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012

Mr. McKEON. Madam Speaker, pur-
suant to clause 12 of rule XXII, I move
that the managers on the part of the
House on H.R. 1540 be permitted to
close to the public any of the con-
ference at such times as classified na-
tional security information may be
broached, providing that any sitting
Member of Congress shall be entitled
to attend any meeting of the con-
ference.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule XXII, the yeas
and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 406, nays 17,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 9, as
follows:

[Roll No. 893]

YEAS—406
Ackerman Brooks Costa
Adams Broun (GA) Costello
Aderholt Brown (FL) Courtney
AKkin Buchanan Cravaack
Alexander Bucshon Crawford
Altmire Buerkle Crenshaw
Amodei Burgess Critz
Andrews Burton (IN) Crowley
Austria Butterfield Cuellar
Baca Calvert Culberson
Bachmann Camp Cummings
Bachus Campbell Davis (CA)
Baldwin Canseco Davis (IL)
Barletta Cantor Davis (KY)
Barrow Capito DeGette
Bartlett Capps DeLauro
Barton (TX) Capuano Denham
Bass (CA) Cardoza Dent
Bass (NH) Carnahan DesJarlais
Becerra, Carney Deutch
Benishek Carson (IN) Dicks
Berg Carter Dingell
Berkley Cassidy Doggett
Berman Chabot Dold
Biggert Chaffetz Donnelly (IN)
Bilbray Chandler Doyle
Bilirakis Chu Dreier
Bishop (GA) Cicilline Duffy
Bishop (NY) Clarke (MI) Duncan (SC)
Black Clay Duncan (TN)
Blackburn Cleaver Edwards
Bonner Clyburn Ellmers
Bono Mack Coble Emerson
Boren Coffman (CO) Engel
Boswell Cohen Eshoo
Boustany Cole Farenthold
Brady (PA) Conaway Filner
Brady (TX) Connolly (VA) Fincher
Braley (IA) Cooper Fitzpatrick

Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hahn
Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hochul
Holden
Holt
Hoyer
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly
Kildee
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette

Latta
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Long
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Mulvaney
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (PA)
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quayle
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Reyes
Ribble
Richardson
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
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Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Sutton
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Tipton
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner (NY)
Turner (OH)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Webster
Welch
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (IN)
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NAYS—17
Amash Farr McDermott
Blumenauer Grijalva Olver
Clarke (NY) Honda Paul
Conyers Kucinich Stark
DeFazio Lee (CA) Woolsey
Ellison Lewis (GA)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”’—1
Bishop (UT)
NOT VOTING—9

Castor (FL) Giffords Nadler

Diaz-Balart Hinchey Richmond

Fattah Myrick Young (FL)
0O 1347

Mr. CONYERS changed his vote from
‘“‘yea’” to ‘“‘nay.”

Mrs. LUMMIS changed her vote from
“nay” to ‘‘yea.”

So the motion was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES
ON H.R. 2055, MILITARY CON-
STRUCTION AND VETERANS AF-
FAIRS AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to instruct on the bill (H.R. 2055)
making appropriations for military
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2012, and for other purposes, offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
Dicks), on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 13,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 894]

YEAS—409
Ackerman Blackburn Cassidy
Adams Blumenauer Chabot
Aderholt Bonner Chaffetz
Akin Bono Mack Chandler
Alexander Boren Chu
Altmire Boswell Clarke (MI)
Amodei Boustany Clarke (NY)
Andrews Brady (PA) Clay
Austria Brady (TX) Cleaver
Baca Braley (IA) Clyburn
Bachmann Brooks Coble
Bachus Brown (FL) Coffman (CO)
Baldwin Buchanan Cohen
Barletta Bucshon Cole
Barrow Buerkle Conaway
Bartlett Burgess Connolly (VA)
Barton (TX) Burton (IN) Conyers
Bass (CA) Butterfield Cooper
Bass (NH) Calvert Costa
Becerra Camp Costello
Benishek Campbell Courtney
Berg Canseco Cravaack
Berkley Cantor Crawford
Berman Capito Crenshaw
Biggert Capps Critz
Bilbray Capuano Crowley
Bilirakis Cardoza Cuellar
Bishop (GA) Carnahan Culberson
Bishop (NY) Carney Cummings
Bishop (UT) Carson (IN) Davis (CA)
Black Carter Dayvis (IL)

Davis (KY)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Farenthold
Farr
Filner
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hahn
Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Hochul
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.

Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly
Kildee
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Kucinich
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Long
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (PA)
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Olver
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Perlmutter
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Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quayle
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Reyes
Richardson
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (SC)
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stark
Stearns
Stivers
Sullivan
Sutton
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Tipton
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner (NY)
Turner (OH)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
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Walberg Webster Wolf
Walden Welch Womack
Walz (MN) West Woodall
Wasserman Westmoreland Woolsey

Schultz Whitfield Yarmuth
Waters Wilson (FL) Yoder
Watt Wilson (SC) Young (AK)
Waxman Wittman Young (IN)

NAYS—13
Amash Flores Schweikert
Broun (GA) Huelskamp Stutzman
Cicilline Kingston Walsh (IL)
Duncan (TN) Mulvaney
Flake Ribble
NOT VOTING—11
Castor (FL) Giffords Nadler
Diaz-Balart Hinchey Richmond
Fattah Hirono Young (FL)
Frank (MA) Myrick
O 1354

So the motion to instruct was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall
vote No. 894 on H.R. 2055, | mistakenly re-
corded my vote as “no” when | should have
voted “yes.”

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES

THE SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WESTMORELAND). Without objection,
the Chair appoints the following con-
ferees:

Messrs. ROGERS of Kentucky, YOUNG
of Florida, LeEwis of California,
FRELINGHUYSEN, ADERHOLT, Mrs. EMER-
SON, Ms. GRANGER, Messrs. SIMPSON,
CULBERSON, CRENSHAW, REHBERG, CAR-
TER, DICKS, VISCLOSKY, Mrs. LOWEY,
Mr. SERRANO, Ms. DELAURO, Messrs.
MORAN, PRICE of North Carolina, and
BisHOP of Georgia.

There was no objection.

———

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 1540, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2012

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the Chair appoints the fol-
lowing conferees:

From the Committee on Armed Services,
for consideration of the House bill and the
Senate amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference:

Messrs. McKeon, Bartlett, Thornberry,
Akin, Forbes, Miller of Florida, LoBiondo,
Turner of Ohio, Kline, Rogers of Alabama,
Shuster, Conaway, Wittman, Hunter, Roo-
ney, Schilling, Griffin of Arkansas, West,
Smith of Washington, Reyes, Ms. Loretta
Sanchez of California, Messrs. McIntyre, An-
drews, Mrs. Davis of California, Messrs. Lan-
gevin, Larsen of Washington, Cooper, Ms.
Bordallo, Messrs. Courtney, Loebsack, Ms.
Tsongas and Ms. Pingree of Maine.

From the Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence, for consideration of matters
within the jurisdiction of that committee
under clause 11 of rule X:

Mr. Rogers of Michigan, Mrs. Myrick and
Mr. Ruppersberger.

From the Committee on Education and the
Workforce, for consideration of secs. 548 and
572 of the House bill, and secs. 572 and 573 of
the Senate amendment, and modifications
committed to conference:

Messrs. Petri, Heck and George Miller of
California.
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From the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for consideration of secs. 911, 1099A,
2852 and 3114 of the House bill, and sec. 1089
of the Senate amendment, and modifications
committed to conference:

Messrs. Upton, Walden and Waxman.

From the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, for consideration of sec. 645 of the
House bill, and sec. 1245 of the Senate
amendment, and modifications committed to
conference:

Mr. Bachus, Mrs. Capito and Mr. Acker-
man.

From the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
for consideration of secs. 1013, 1014, 1055, 1056,
1086, 1092, 1202, 1204, 1205, 1211, 1214, 1216, 1218,
1219, 1226, 1228-1230, 1237, 1301, 1303, 1532, 1533
and 3112 of the House bill, and secs. 159, 1012,
1031, 1033, 1046, 1201, 1203, 1204, 1206-1209, 1221—
1225, 1228, 1230, 1245, title XIII and sec. 1609 of
the Senate amendment, and modifications
committed to conference:

Ms. Ros-Lehtinen, Messrs. Chabot and Ber-
man.

From the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, for consideration of sec. 1099H of the
House bill, and sec. 1092 of the Senate
amendment, and modifications committed to
conference:

Mr. Daniel Lungren of California, Mrs. Mil-
ler of Michigan and Mr. Thompson of Mis-
sissippi.

From the Committee on the Judiciary, for
consideration of secs. 531 of subtitle D of
title V, 573, 843 and 2804 of the House bill, and
secs. 553 and 848 of the Senate amendment,
and modifications committed to conference:

Messrs. Smith of Texas, Coble and Conyers.

From the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, for consideration of secs. 313, 601 and
1097 of the House bill, and modifications
committed to conference:

Messrs. Hastings of Washington, Bishop of
Utah and Markey.

From the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, for consideration of
secs. 598, 662, 803, 813, 844, 847, 849, 937-939,
1081, 1091, 1101-1111, 1116 and 2813 of the House
bill, and secs. 827, 845, 1044, 1102-1107 and 2812
of the Senate amendment, and modifications
committed to conference:

Messrs. Ross of Florida, Lankford and
Cummings.

From the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology, for consideration of secs.
911 and 1098 of the House bill, and secs. 885,
911, 912 and Division E of the Senate amend-
ment, and modifications committed to con-
ference:

Messrs. Hall, Quayle and Ms. Eddie Bernice
Johnson of Texas.

From the Committee on Small Business,
for consideration of sec. 804 of the House bill,
and secs. 8856-887 and Division E of the Senate
amendment, and modifications committed to
conference:

Mr. Graves of Missouri, Mrs. Ellmers and
Ms. Velazquez.

From the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, for consideration of secs.
314, 366, 601, 1098 and 2814 of the House bill,
and secs. 262, 313, 315, 1045, 1088 and 3301 of
the Senate amendment, and modifications
committed to conference:

Messrs. Mica, Cravaack and Bishop of New
York.

From the Committee on Veterans Affairs,
for consideration of secs. 551, 573, 705, 731 and
1099C of the House bill, and secs. 631 and 1093
of the Senate amendment, and modifications
committed to conference:

Mr. Bilirakis, Ms. Buerkle and Ms. Brown
of Florida.

From the Committee on Ways and Means,
for consideration of secs. 704, 1099A and 1225
of the House bill, and sec. 848 of the Senate
amendment, and modifications committed to
conference:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Messrs. Camp, Herger and Levin.
There was no objection.

REGULATIONS FROM THE EXECU-
TIVE IN NEED OF SCRUTINY ACT
OF 2011

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on H.R. 10.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 479 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 10.

[0 1400
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 10) to
amend chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, to provide that major
rules of the executive branch shall
have no force or effect unless a joint
resolution of approval is enacted into
law, with Mr. DENHAM in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
SMITH) and the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. CONYERS) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

The American people today have
been hit by an onslaught of unneces-
sary Federal regulations. From the
Obama administration’s health care
mandate to the increase of burdens on
small businesses, government regula-
tion has become a barrier to economic
growth and job creation.

By its own admission, the adminis-
tration is preparing numerous regula-
tions that each will cost the economy
$1 billion or more per year. Its 2011 reg-
ulatory agenda calls for over 200 major
rules which will affect the economy by
$100 million or more each every year.

Employers, the people who create
jobs and pay taxes, are rightly con-
cerned about these costs and the costs
that regulations impose on their busi-
nesses. In a Gallup poll conducted last
month, nearly one-quarter of small
business owners cited compliance with
government regulations as their pri-
mary concern. That should motivate us
to take action today.

Rather than restrain its efforts to ex-
pand government, the administration
now seeks to accomplish through regu-
latory agencies what it cannot get ap-
proved by Congress. The REINS Act
gives the people’s representatives in
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Congress the final say over whether
Washington will impose major new reg-
ulations on the American economy.

More than once this year, the Presi-
dent himself has talked about the dan-
gers that excessive regulations pose to
our economy. He has called for reviews
of existing regulations. He has pro-
fessed a commitment to more trans-
parency. The President has stated that
‘it is extremely important to minimize
regulatory burdens and avoid unjusti-
fied regulatory costs.”

Unfortunately, the President’s ac-
tions speak louder than his words. But
rather than make good on its state-
ments, the Obama administration has
proposed four times the number of
major regulations than the previous
administration over a similar time pe-
riod. And the White House has admit-
ted to Congress that, for most new
major regulations issued in 2010, gov-
ernment failed to analyze both the cost
and the benefits.

It is time for Congress to take action
to reverse these harmful policies. With
the REINS Act, we can hold the admin-
istration accountable for its unjusti-
fied regulatory assault on America’s
job creators; and we can guarantee
that Congress, not unelected agency of-
ficials, will be accountable for all new
major regulatory costs.

The American people want job cre-
ation, not more regulation. The REINS
Act reins in out-of-control Federal reg-
ulations that burden America’s busi-
nesses and job creators.

I thank Mr. DAvVIS of Kentucky for
introducing this legislation. I urge all
my colleagues to support the REINS
Act, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 minutes.

Ladies and gentlemen of the House,
HR. 10 is the mother of all
antiregulatory bills. Since the House
was in session during 2010 for 116 legis-
lative days, under this bill—and I in-
vite any of my colleagues to make any
different analysis—the Congress would
be 